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| ARIAN-SUBSCRIPTION 

CONSIDERED: 

Ks And the ſeveral = 

PLEAS and EXCUSES 
6. $4nl mg ir particularly x 


EXAMINED and CCNFUTED. 


2 — 


„ 

The Occaſion and Deſizn of Theſe 

CY, on 
Ram have been lately publiſh'd againſt a 
\ Clauſe contain'd in a Bill which had been 
brought into the Houſe of Lords, for the 
more effectual ſuppreſſing of Blaſphemy and Profaneneſs. 
It has been obſerved, among other Things, that the 
Clauſe , being intended as a Teſt againſt Ariauiſin, 
would be of little uſe, or ſignificancy as to the end 
defign'd by it; becauſe * who are now 1 
a, 3 


The CASE of ARIAN _ 


Hood to be Arians, are ready to ſubſcribe any ft 


of that kind , containing nothing more than is al- 
ready contain'd in the XXXIX Articles. The Ke- 
marker. takes notice, that Thoſe Gentlemen make no 
ſcruple of ſubſcribing to our Church's Forms: it is 
their 4vowed Principle that They may lawfully do it 
in their on ſenſe, agreeably to what They call 
Scripture. This He proves from their declared Sen- 


timents, not only in common Converſation, but in 


print; and from their conſtant Practiſe of late Vears, 


ſince the Vear 1712. ; 


If This be matter of Fact (as I am afraid it is) 
it may be high Time to inquire, ſomewhat more 
particularly than hath been yer done, into the Caſe 


of Swbſcription. If inſtead of excuſing a fraudulent 
| Subſcription on the Foot of Humane Infirmity (which 


yet is much too ſoft a Name for it) endeavors be 
uſed to defend it upon Principle , and to ſupport it 


5 by Rules of Art; it concerns every Honeſt Man to 


look about Him. For what is there ſo vile or 


ſhameful, but may be ſet off with falſe Colours, 


and have à plauſible Turn given it, by the Help of 
Quirks and Subtilties? Many, without doubt, Ls | 
been guilty of prevaricating with State - Oaths; But 
no body has been yet found ſanguine enough to un- 
dertake the Defenſe of it in Print. Only Church- 
Subſcriptions, tho of much the ſame ſacred Nature 


with the other, may be ſecurely play'd with: And 
the plaineſt Breach of Sincerity and Truſt, in This 
_ Caſe, ſhall find its Advocates and Defenders. It 
mult indeed be own'd that the Pretences. for it 


have not been particularly confuted , or examin'd. 
The reaſon is becauſe They look'd more like a 
wanton Exerciſe of Wit and Fancy (tho' it is 
dangerous playing with Sacred Things) than any 


ſerious Deſign to convince the World of the Ju- 
_ Rice of it, Beſides that the Foundations of moral 


Honeſty 


= Subſcription Conſidered, of 
Honeſty were thought ſo deeply rooted in the Hearts 


of Men, that every Attempt againſt Them muſt ſoon 


fall, and die of it ſelf. However, becauſe the Pretences 


for what I call a fraudulent Subſcription had been re- 
commended by a Perſon of ſome Character in the leatn- 
ed World, and might poſſibly gain Ground among ſuch 
as take Things implicitely, upon the credit of any great 
Name; I had once prepared a formal Anſwer to 
what had been advanced on That Bead: And I de 


ſigned to publiſh it by way of Introduction to my 
Defenſe. But, before my Papers were quite wrought” 


off, there appeared a ſecond Edition of Scripture 


Doctrine & c. upon peruſal whereof, T obſerved that 
the molt offenſive Paſſage of the Introduction, relating 


to Subſcription, was left out: and beſides That, all 
Thole ſtrange and unaccountable Interpretations of 
the Athanaſian Creed &c. (which had appeared 


in the Firſt Edition) were alſo prudently omitted; 
tho' Thoſe were all the Author had to depend on 


for the juſtifying his Subſcription. Upon This, I 
was willing to hope that the Learned Doctor had 


given, or was giving up his former Principles, rela- 


ting to Subſcription : And I thought it would be 
ungenerous now to attack Him in his weakeſs Hold, 
after He had Himſelf betrayed a Suſpicion, at leaſt, 
that He could no longer maintain it. Whereſore 
I. contented my ſelf with a ſhort Remark in my 


Preface, entring a Caveat only, againſt Any ones- 


abuſing the Doctor's Name hereafter, or Miſ-plead- 


ing his Authority, in the Cale of Subſcription. It 
was not long before a nameleſs Writer of The 


Party took me up for the Charitable Suggeſtion I 
had made in Favour of the Learned Doctor. That 
Writer perſiſting in the Doctor's firſt Sentiments, 
and being very unwilling to part with ſo valuable 


an Authority, was pleaſed to oppoſe the Conjecture 


I had made upon the Doctor's leaving out the Paſ- 
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fage in his Introduction. / Hon not ( ſays He) 

for ' what Neaſon Dottor Clarke omitted thoſe Words ; 
but, I believe, I may ſay, it was not for the Reaſon 
Dr. Waterland iaſinuates viz. That ſuch Subſcrip- 
tion is not [juſtifiable ; becanſe the ſame Thing is ſtill 
aſſerted five or fix Times, at leaſt, in the Iniroduttion 


as corretted in the New Edition X, I am not of 


That Gentleman's Mind, in This particular. Nays 
if it might not look vain, I would preſume, after 
a competent Acquaintance with the Doctor's Books, 
to have ſeen a little farther into the - Turn of his 
Thoughts, than perhaps that Writer has done: And, 
with his good Leave, I will ſtill retain the ſame O- 
pinion of the Doctor's good Senſe, and Integrity fo 


far, which I had when I wrote my Preface. I 


think, I could give a tolerable. Account of the Do- 
ctor's not ſtriking out ever Paſſage in his [arrodu- 
Hon that look'd that way: And likewiſe of his 


great [Reſerve and Caution, in not telling the World, 


plainly, that He had changed his Mind. However, 
if I miſtake; I am ſure it is on the candid and cha- 
ritable Side; and: on That which muſt appear much 


more for the Doctor's Honour (with all Men of 


Senſe) than perſiſting in an Error, ever can be. That 
it is an Error, and a very great one, I mean to ſhow + 
in theſe Papers: And tho' I muſt, in appearance, 
carry on a Diſpute againſt the Learned Doctor, be- 
cauſe the Objections, for the moſt part, mult be pro- 


duced in his Words; Yet I would be underſtood, 


in reality, to be rather diſputing This Point with 
the Doctor's Diſciples, who lay a greater Streſs upon 
what He has ſaid, than Himſelf now ſeems to do; 
thereby making his Firſ# Thoughts zheirs, after they 
have (as I charitably conceive) ceaſed to be his. I ſhall 
have no Occaſion to ſay Any thing in Defenſe of 
* Account of Pamphlets & p. 17. | 1 rw 

| _our 


our excellent Church, as to her requiring Swbſerip= 


tion; and requiring it according to her own Senſe of 
Holy Scripture.” This Part of the Controverſy has 
deen judiciouſly cleared, and fertled, by two very 

Ingenious Writers; Mr. Stebbing in his Rational Enqui= 
ry, and Mr. Rogers in his Diſcourſe, and Review. My Buſi- 
neſs is only to begin where They end, and to ſhow 
that, as the Church requires Subſcription to her on 
Interpretation of Scripture, ſo the Subſcriber is bound, 
in Virtue of his Subſcription, to That, and That only: 


And if He knowingly ſubſcribes in any Senſe comrary 


to, or different from, the Senſe of the Impoſers; He 
prevaricates, and commits a Fraud in ſo doing. This 


is a Cauſe of ſome moment: It is the Cauſe of Plain- 
neſs and Sincerity in Oppoſition to Wiles and Subtle- 
ties. It is in Defenſe, not ſo much of Revealed, as of 


Natural Religion; not of the Fundamentals of Faith, 
but of the Principles of Moral Honeſty : And every 
Hereſy in Moraluy is of more pernicious Conſe- 
quence than Hereſies in Points of poſitive Religion. 


The Security and Honour of our Church are deeply 


concern'd in This Queſtion. As to its Security, every 
body fees what T mean: and as to the Honour or 
Reputation of our Church abroad; whenever we have 


been charged with Socinianiſm , or Popery, or any 


other Monſtrous DoRrines ; we had no Defenſe ſo 
ready at Hand, or ſo juſt and ſatisfactory as This; 
that our Subſcriptions were ſufficient to wipe off all 


Slander, and Calumny. The good of the State, as 
well as of the Church, is likewiſe concern'd in This 
Queſtion: Becauſe There can be no Security againſt 


Men's putting their own private Senſes upon the Pub. 
lick Laws; Oai hs, Injundctions, &c. in contradiction to 
the Senſe of the Impoſers, if Theſe Principles about 


Church Subſcription ſhould ever prevail amongſt us. 
Bur of This, more will be ſaid in the Sequel. I de- 
ſign'd only, at preſent, briefly to intimate the Impor- 
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tance of the Cauſe I am inquiring into; to invite 

the Readers to the more careful Examination of it. 
And I ſhall enter into the Merits of it, as ſoon as I 
have laid down the Principles of the Men I am now 


eoncern'd with, in order to let us into the True 


State of the Queſtion. . 
CHAP. II. 


The general Principles, or Sentiments of 

' the Modern Arians ( ſome of them at 
tkeaft) concerning Subſcription to our pub- 
lick Forms. e e 1 


« — 3 


1 H E Author of the Remarks obſerves, that i is 
an avowed Principle among Them, that Theſe Ar- 


5 tolls ( The 39. Articles) may lawfully. and conſcien- 


rionſly be Subſcribed in Any Senſe in which They Them- 
ſelves, by their own Interpretation, can reconcile Them 
zo Scripture (i. e. What They call Scripture; or their 
on Senſe of Scripture) without regard to the Mean- 


ing and Intention, either of the Perſons who firſt com- 


piled Them, or pho now impoſe Them. He ſays far- 
ther, that This Latitude was expreſly aſſerted in the 
Tear 1712, by a Learned Doctor of Divinity, in 4 
Bool intuuled, The Scripture Doctrine of the Trini- 
ty; and was advanced on purpoſe to juſtify their Sub- 


ſcribing. It is very well that the Doctrine can be 
dated no higher than the Year 1712 ; as indeed it 


cannot; being intirely new: never heard of amon 


Sober Caſuiſts, at leaſt, before That Time. Now, 
The principal Words of the Author of Scripture 
Doctrine (as They ſand in the Introduction to the 


Firſt Edition ) are Theſe, *Tis plain that every Per- 
fon may reaſonably agree to ſuch Forms (our Church's 
Forms, or of any other Proteſtant Church) whenever 


> 


N 


pture; 1. e. his om Senſe of Scripture. It is ob- 


ban al. 5 


ſervable that "Theſe Words are general; and ſome- 
what ambiguous. For the Doctor does not ſay, in any 
Senſe whereof the Words are capable, and withal 

confiſtent with Scripture; but | conſiſtent with Scripture | 
only: And if He ſpeaks there of the Forms in genes. 


ral, as He ſeems to do, He might poſſibly mean, 
that any Man may agree to ſuch Forms when He 


can any way'reconcile Them: whether by giving 20 
aſſent to Paſſages irreconcilable, or whether by ſub- 


ſtituting ſomething elſe in their room: And This 
would amount to ſubſcribing /o far 4 is agreeable to 


Scripture, I know, The Doctor has took pains to 
reconcile the particular Paſſages in the Publick- 
Forms to his own Hypotheſis ; from whence one might 
imagine that He takes every particular Expreſſion to 
be capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with his Scheme. 
But 1 know alfo, and ſhall ſhow it in due Time, 
that He has often given a Senſe of which the Words 
He is there commenting upon, are really not capable: 
which is ſubſtituting ſomething elſe in the room of 
what He finds in our Forms, to reconcile Them to 
his Kpotheſſis, And I do not remember that the 
Do@or has ever expreſly ſaid, that every ſingle Ex- 
preſſion of the Publick- Forms is capable of a Senſe 


agreeable to what He calls Scripture. Wherefore 


I have thought that the Doctor's real meaning was 
to ſubſcribe - with this reſervation viz. ſ% far 4s is 


a4 grecable to Scripture; tho He choſe to word it ſome- 


thing differently, and leſs offenſively by faying, in 
That Senſe wherein They are agreeable, What con- 


firms me in This Suſpicion, is, that ſeveral of the 


Doctor's Arguments for ſubſcribing , ſerve equa'ly 
for one, or other; and will either juſtify Both rhoſe 


—— k—ͤ— 


kinds of Reſervation, or neither. However This 
e e | 


matter 
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| yon # the way of ſubſcribing with che Reſerve ofs 


ble of a Senſe in 
Hie calls Scripture: And He pretends no more than 
This, that a Man may honeftly ſubſcribe in ang 
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matter be, as to the Doctor Himſelf; it is certain 
that others of the Party have expreſs'd Themſelves 
and diſtinctly on this Head; and have con- 


ſo far at is agreeable to the Seripture; reſting} their 
Cauſe — upon the other Viz. Sac wy wheree 
in They are agree 
The Anonymous Aker, of the F774 on por 8 
and ſubſcribing fre we after declaring his judgment 
(fo far judging right) that They are not Articles 
of Peace only, Beg C Opinion; proceeds to. condemn. 
the Notion of ſubſcribing ſo far 48 is agreeable to 
Scripture ; infiſting u ws 785 it that the Articles are c. 
h They are agreeable to w. ut 


Senſe of which the Words are ne * and vithal 
agreeable to Scripture, 

Me are told in Another TraQ, contaiving an es 
count of Pamphlets relating to the Tvinitarian Contro- | 
verſy, that Subſcribing the Articles /o far as They are 
agreeable to Scripture, is very different from ſubſcribing 
the fame in any Senſe agreeable to Scripture : and that 


They defend only the Latter, having explicitely f can- 


e the Former. The Sum then of what is pretend - 
ed, is This. It is firſt ſuppoſed that the en & c. 
are capable of a Senſe agrecable to what They call 


Scripture: And then, and not till then, it is ſup — 


They may be ſubſcribed. Their Defenſe of Subſeri = 


ption then reſts upon 920 Smppoſitions. 
1. That every Expreſſion, in our publick- Forms, 
is capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with the New-Scheme. 
2. That their being capable of ſuch a Senſe, is 
enough; without regard had to the more plain, ob- 


vious, and natural Signification of the Wards Theme 


* Pag. 41. 7 rag · 1 7 
ſelves, e 


Sub e 


52 1 Conſidered. 


pa the Forms, or Who now impoſe Them. 
If either of Theſe 'Smppoitions (much more if Both) 


proves falle, or groundleſs, their whole Defenſe of | 


Arian-Subſeription drops of Courſe; I ſhall ſhow, 
1d Phe — Senfe of the Compilers and Impoſers 


(where certainly known) muſt be religiouſly obſerved ; 


even tho! the Words were capable ot another Senſe. 
2. That, whatever has been pretended, There are 
ſeveral Expreſſions in the Pablick-Forms, which are 


really not capable of any Senſe. ne wich 1 
e or 1 Scheme, 59 75 


Thi" the Senſe wy the MIME TY py 1 


poſers, when certainly known, (as in the 
W Caſe it 25) is to be religiouſ 05. 
ſerved by every Subſteriber, even tho 
the Words were STA of” Another 
Sen ſe. ; 


= BY Compilers, I mean Thoſe that 1 the 


Creeds, Articles, or other Forms receiv'd by 


our Church. By Impoſers, I underſtand the Go- 
vernours in Church and State, for the Time being. 


The Senſe of the Compilers, barely conſidered, is not 


always to be obſerved; but fo far only as the na- 


ral and proper Signification of Words, or the Inten- 
tion of the Impoſers, binds it upon us. The Senfe 


of the Compilers and Impoſers may generally be pre- 


ſumed the fame, (except in ſome very rare and par- 


ticular Caſes ) and therefore T mention Both, one 
giving Light to the other. The Rules and Mea- 


lures proper for Ss” what That Senſe is, e. 
an 


, | 2. 
ſelves, or to the Anention of Thoſe who Gt com- 


and can be no other than the ſame. which: are proper 
for Underſtanding of Oaths, Laws, Covenants, or 


any Forms, or Writings whatever: Namely, the. uſual 


Acceptation of Words; the Cuſtom of Speech at 


the Time of their being written; the Scope and In- 


tention of the Writers, diſcoverable from the Occaſion, 


from the Controverſies then on Foot, or from any 


other Circumſtances affording: Light into it. This 
is the True and only way to interpret rightly any 


Forms, Books, or Writings whatever. 


The pretences to the contrary , ſhall be conſi- | 
dered in their proper place: I ſhall now haſten to 


the Proof of my firſt poſition, and ſhall be very 


brief in it; there being little occaſion for proving 


| fo clear a Point: What is moſt neceſſary, is to wipe 
off the Duſt that has been thrown upon it; and That 
ſhall be done in due Time and Place. 8 


4 


1. I argue, firſt, from the Caſe of Oarhs. It 
is a ſettled Rule with Caſuiſts, that Oaths are al- 


ways to be taken in the Senſe of the Impoſers: The 


ſame is the Caſe of ſolemn Leagues, or Covenants, 
Without This Principle, no Faith, Truſt, or mutual 
Confidence could be kept up amongſt Men. Now, 
Subjcription is much of the ſame Nature with Thoſe; 

and muſt be conceived to carry much of the ſame 


Obligation with it. It is a ſolemn and ſacred Co- 


venant with the Church, or Government; to be capable 
of ſuch, or ſuch Truſts upon certain Conditions : 


Which Conditions are an unfeigned Belief of Thoſe 


Propoſitions, which come recommended in the Pub- 


lich. Forms. To change theſe Propoſitions for others, 


while we are plighting our Faith to Theſe only 
(as is ſuppoſed in the very Acceptance of Truſts) 


is manifeſtly a Breach of Covenant, and Prevaricating 


with God and Man. It 1s pretending one Thing, 
and meaning Another; It is profeſſing ee 
n . 


! 


5 
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titude is a contradiction to the very End and Defign 


Subſeription Conſidered.” 13 


' with the Church, and at the ſame Time, diſagreeing. 


with it: It is coming into Truſts, or Privileges upon 
quite different Terms from what the Church intended; 
and is, as one expreſſes it, not entring in by the Door 
of the Sheepfold, but getting over it, as Thieves and 
adm . i 01, 5 
2. To make it ſtill plainer that ſuch Subſcription 
is fraudulent; let it be conſidered what the Ends 
and Purpoſes intended by the Ruling Powers, in re- 
quiring Subſcription, are. They are expreſs'd in 
our publick Laws, and Canons to this Effect; That 
Paſtors may be ſound in the Faith; That no Doctrines 
be publickly or privately taught but what the Church 
and State approve of; that all Diverſity of Opinions, 
in reſpect of Points determined, be avoided; that 
one uniform Scheme of Religion, one Harmonious Form 
of Worſhip ( conſonant to Scripture and primitive 


_ Chriſtianity) be conſtantly preſerved among Clergy 


and People. Theſe are the main ends defign'd by 
Subſcription. But if Subſcribers may take the Li- 
berty of affixing their own Senſe to the Publick- 
Forms, in contradiction to the known Senſe of the 
Impoſers; All theſe ends are liable to be miferably 
defeated and fruſtrated. Paſtors, inſtead of being 
ſound in the Faith (which is but one) may have 
as many different Faiths as They happen to have 
different Wits, or Inventions. Multiplicity of Do- 
ctrines, oppoſite to each other, may be publickly 
taught and propagated : And, inſtead of any uniſorm 


Scheme of Religion, or Form of Worſhip, There may 


happen to be as many different and diſſonant Re- 
ligions in the ſame Church, or Kingdom, as 
there are Paſtors, or Pariſhes, Theſe being the na- 
tural Conſequences of That Latitude of Subſcrip- 
tion now pleaded for, it is evident that ſuch a La- 
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of all Subſcription ; 5 and is FORO ws ama ane 
fall of Deceit.. | 

I ſhall mention ber one Conſideration more; 
and That is the great Scandal, and meagre Influs - 
ence of ſuch à Fraudulent practiſe. I cannot better 
expreſs it than in the Words of the late mx and 
excellent Mr. Velſan. FE: 

I could heartily have now wiſh'd ( ſays He, in 


« 4 Letter to Dr. Clarke) that we of rhe Laity 


« had no ſuch Handle ever given us, as This your 

* Jaſt Book hath afforded; as it is to be feared; but 
«to too many who think Themſelves able to over- 
*< turn any Foundations whatever, if ſuch a Method 
* as you there propoſe be allowable with reſpect 
c ro the moſt folemn Acts and Deeds of That Church 
« and Cominunity whereof we are Members, and 
< to ſubſtitute what They pleaſe in their Roomf. 


W 


85 obſerves farther (p, 19.) That From a Method 


4 of this Nature, we are threat'ned with the over- 
<« turning of Foundations both ſacred and civil. Aud 
tc (p. 21.) that if The Judges and Others Learn- 


c ed in the Law, ſhall follow the fame Method 


c of interpreting the Laws of the Land, and ac- 
«« commodating the Civil Oaths and engagements as 


* Dr. Clarke has taken in interpreting and accom- 


« modating The Senſe of the Church, in her moſt 
« Authentick Forms and Declarations before God 
% and Man, and of the venerable Fathers of the Ca- 
« tholick Church; there are many of Opinion that 
& every Thing might eaſily be leaped over, and 
e that no Eſtabliſhment could be ſo ſtrong as to haſt 


« long: Aud *. ho knows whereabouts his Reli- 


te gion, Liberty, or Property may be, if ſuch a La- 
& titude of 1 interpretation be defenſi ble as is avouched 


+ Pag. 15. 


gs 


F 


; : Subſcription Confudered. 8 15 


« fore ſuſpected in his Firſt, and Second? Thus far 
Mr. Nelſon. And there is ſo much ftrength of 
| Reaſon, and plain good Senſe ſhown in what He ſays, 


that all the little Diſtinctions, Evaſions, and Subtilties 
pleaded on the other ſide can never ſhake it. Theſe 
and the like Conſiderations have ever deterr'd wiſe 


and good Men from ſuch. a Method. No Conſei- 
entious Proteſtant would ſubſcribe the Romiſh Cate- 


chiſm, or Pope Piuss Creed; no ſerious Papiſt would 
ſubſcribe our Articles; No pious Diſſenter would give 
his Aſent and Conſent to ſuch Parts of our Publick- 


Forms as He does not heartily. approve of, in the 
plain, and intended Senſe. Thouſands have died Mar- 
tyrs to the maxims which I am now aſſerting; 


Whoſe great and only Misfortune it was not to have 


been acquainted with thoſe evaſive Arts, and ſubtle 


Diſtinfions , which, it ſeems, might have preſerved 
Them. I come next to examine what Thoſe pre- 
tences and evaſions are: And that They may loſe 


dbothing in the recital, They ſhall appear in the very 


Words of their Authors; and to every particular 


Plea I ſhall return a particular Auer. 


, : 7 _ | 21 4 4 . 1 * ; F | 2 1 no 


The ſeveral Pleas and Pretences for ub. 
 ſeribing, after the New Method, examin d 
and confuted. Ff. 


«THE Proteſtant Churches require Men to com- - 
5 55 ply with their Forms merely on Account of 
E their being agreeable to Scripture; and conſequent- 


"IP 


ee 2 


x6 The CASE of ARIAN” _ 
ly in ſuch Senſe only wherein They are agreeable to 
e eee ORE TIDE pores. = 


„That This is not highly reaſonable among Pro- 
6 ceſtants, and particularly in the Church of England; 

* or that this hath been ever contradicted, or cen< 
« Him (Bp. Porter) to prove. Bp. of Bangor's Poſt- 
Script. p. 251. 1 W 1 


A NEW E K 


1. Before ever Popery was known, Subſcription 
to Creeds, or other Forms, has been required: and 
always in the Senſe of the /mpoſers _ 
2. It is allowed that no Man is by the Church 
requir'd to ſubfcribe againſt his Conſcience ; or, what 
comes to the ſame, in a Senſe which He thinks not 
agreeable to Scripture. If That be Any Man's Opi- 
nion with reſpect to the Senſe of our Publick- Forms, 


He ought not to ſubſcribe at all. 
3. The Church indeed requires Men to comply 
with Her Forms, merely on account of their being a= 
ecable to Scripture : And, for that very Reaſon, muſt 
require Subſcription in Her own Senſe ; becauſe That 
only Senſe is (according to Her) agreeable to Scripture, 
It is a contradiction to ſuppoſe that any Church re- 
quiring Subſc 1— 75 to Her own | Explanations ( as 
every Church does) ſhould at the ſame Time per- 
mit the Szbſcriber to run counter to Thoſe Explana- 
tions, For, ſince She looks upon Her own Explana- 
tions as the only True Senſe of Scripture, and requires 
ſubſcription to the True Senſe of Scripture; She can 
never be preſumed to allow other Explications which 
are in Her Judgment) mot agreeable to Scripture; it 
being Her Principle to admit nothing. but what is 
-” 1 „ agrecabls 


Sa. 
. 


„ 


caſion to reſt ought therein contained, to other Sens 


ſcription Conſidered.” 17 

ipture. | Whoever: therefore does vio- 
lence to the Publick-Forms, muſt be ſuppoſed (by 
That Church whoſe Forms Thoſe are) to do as 
much Violence to Scripture it ſelf; and conſequent- 
ly, ſuch: a» Church cannot admit of it. This Plea! 
then overthrows it ſelf; 33 | 155 


+ — 3 


4. That it is reaſonable for any Proteſtant Church 

to require ſubſcription in her own Senſe, is as cer - 
tain as that it is reaſonable to require ſubſcription 
at all. For whatever Church requires ſubſcription 
muſt. require it in ſuch a Senſe as that Church be- 
lieves to be the true Senſe of Scripture; and not in 
3 Senſe which That Church believes to be falſe. 
The Senſe therefore of the Impoſers, and none other 
muſt be The Senſe which is required of the Sub- 
ſcriber. The Reaſon of the Thing ſpeaks it; and 
there is no more occaſion for any Declaration of the 
Church, in This Caſe, then there is for a Declaration 
of the State in the Caſe of Civil Oathi. For who 
knows not that Men ought to be ſ„iacere; and not 
eo ſubſcribe, or ſwear one Thing, and mean Another? 
5. It is neither fair, nor juſt, to require any expreſs - 


Cenſure or Fudgment of the Ruling Powers againſt a 


Practiſe never begun till the Year 17123 and which 
is too abſurd in it ſelf to need any formal Prohibi- 
tion. It was always preſumed, and taken for granted; 
that the Publick- Forms ſhould be underſtood as in- 
tended by the Church; and not ſtrain d or ureſted to 
a foreign Senſe. King James the iſt in his Proclama- 
tion, for the Authorizing an Uniformity of the Book of 
Common. Prayer, hath Theſe Words; „Concerning 


* the Service of God we were Nice or rather Jea- 


tc lous, that the Publick-Form thereof ſhould be free 
% not only from Blame, but from Suſpicion ; ſo as 
te neither the Common Adverſary ſhould have Oc# 


than 


— _—y 


\ 


ihe 1 The CASE of ARTAN 

FL | © ©. troubleſome or ignorant Perſon of this Church 
| be able to take the leaſt occaſſon of cavil againſt it. 
Ling Charles the 1ſt in his Declaration, prefix d 
pits fe to the Articles, prohibts the leaſt difference. from the 


„ | ſaid Articles, and expreſly forbids the g any 
men Senſe to any. Article. And it was the Keſo- 
Intion of all Der of England, * that Smith's: 
Subſcription to the 39. Articles with this addition 
"i 8 (/o far forth as the ſame were agreeable to the Ward of 
mo God) was not according to the Statute of 13. Eliz. 
7 And one of the Reaſons given, is, becauſe The 
Act was made for avoiding of diverſity of Opinions, &c. 
and by this Addition The Party might , by his own Pri. 
vate Opinion, take ſome of Them to be againſt the Ward 
of God; and by this means Diverſity of Opinions ſbuuld 
not be avoided, ( which was the Scope of the Statute) 
and the very Act it ſelf made touching Subſcription hero- 
by of none effect. Now This Reaſon; on which The 
Keſolation of the Judges was chiefly founded, equally 
affects the Swb/cription here pleaded for; and is equa 
ly ſtrong againſt it. Wherefore it muſt be allowed 
that ſuch Subſcription has been ſufficiently: cenſured 
and condemned by our Laus: And that all wreſting- or 
ſiraiing of the Publick-Forms to any ae or foreign 
Senſe, different from what the Church intended, is 
not only againſt the very End and Deſign of all 
Laws made for the Eſtabliſhing Conſent and Unifor- 
mity of Doctrine and Worſhip, but has alſo been 
expreſly prohibited by the Ruling Powers. 


P L E A + 


b Tradition, or Cuſtom, if Careleſneſs or Mi- 
c ſtake, either in the Compiler or Receiver, happen at 
* Coke Inſtitut. 4. c. 74. p. 324. VVV 


- 


« Any 


Ce Any Time to put a Senſe upon any Humane Forms, 
* different from that of the Scripture, which Thoſe 
very Forms were intended to explain, and which 


r to ſubſcribe againſt his Conſtience. © 
CE 


Subſtription Conſe, dered.' 19 


ce is at the ſame Time declared to be the only Rule : 


& of Truth; 'tis evident no Man can be bound to 


te underſtand Thoſe Forms in ſuch Senſe; nay on 
* the' Contrary, He is indiſpenſably bound not to 


1 Li 88 or receive Them in ſuch a Senſe. 


Clarke's, Introd. 78 21. 


xe ANSWER. 1 55 
1 his) Plea had two very diſlinet Things; 
the Rule for Underſtanding, and the Rule for Re- 


ceiving any Forms. It ſhould be proved that an 
Arian may not be obliged to underſtand the Publick- 


Forms in a Senſe contrary to what He calls Scripture : 


(or, what comes to the ſame, contrary to his own 
Hypotheſis) But all that is really proved is This only; 
that He is not obliged to receive Them in That 


. Senſe, but obliged to the contrary 5 that is, to re- 
ject Them, and not ſubſcribe at all. The Argument, 


reduced to a ſyllogiſtical Form, would ſtand thus. 
No Man ought to receive any Humane- Forms in a 


Senſe repugnant to what He thinks Scripture. 


But the obvious and intended Senſe of our Publick- 
Forms is a Senſe N e to What ſome think Seri- 


pture. Wot 
Therefore ſuch Perſons otight not to receive Them | 


36 their obvious, intended Senle : neither indeed 1. to 


underſtand Them. 

Any young Logician will readily perceive that 
here is more in the Concluſion than there is in the 
Premiſes ; and that ſo much of the Concluſion as is really 
juſt, is entirely beſides the Queſtion: containing no- 
thing but what no body doubts of; viz. her 0 ere 


Prik 


a The CASE of ARIAN | 
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5 The Senſe in which any Humane-Forms appear 
tc to a Man's ſelf to be conſiſtent with Scripture, and 


* 


cc not the preſumed meaning of the Compilers (add 


te or Impoſers) is to be the Rule and Meaſure of 
cc his underſtanding Them. This is both evident in 


f Reaſon (becauſe otherwiſe every Humane-Govern- 


**© ment makes a new Rule of Faith) and is more- 
F over by all Proteſtants agreed upon without Con- 


e troyerly in Practiſe. Clarke's Reply, p. 34. 


The Doctor appears to have been in Confuſion 
here, as much as in the Preceding : not diſtinguiſhing 


between the Rule for Underſtanding Humane-Forms, 


and the Rule for Receiving. | We are firſt to conſi- 


der what the true Meaning and Intent of the Forms 


are: And This we are to judge of from the natural 
Force of the Words, and from the Scope, Drift, and 
Deſign of the Compilers, or Impoſers, After This, we 
are to conſider, by the Rule of Scripture, whether 


we can receive Them or no. If, upon ſuch Examina- 
tion, it appears to us that the Forms, according to the 


Senſe of the Impoſers, are agreeable to Scripture, we 
may ſafely ſubſcribe; if otherwiſe, we muſt nor do 
it for the World: what can be plainer? 

As to the Suggeſtion that, in This way, every 
Humane - Gouerument makes à nem Rule of Faith; it is 
mere Fancy and Fiction. Public Determinations 
(at leaſt generally ſpeaking) are more likely to keep 
cloſe to the Rule of Faith, than Private Conceits, Scri- 


Pture is {till the fame Rule of Faith, only under the 
prudent Guard of Public Explanations, to obviate the 


wild 


e NG CO — 
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wild uncertainty of Private Expoſitions. This is not 
paying more regard to 7umane-Forms, than to Scri- 
piure; but more regard ta ſome Humane Explications 
than to other Humane Explications; more regard to 
a ſelect number of iſe Men, than to conceited Opt 
niators: In a Word, more regard to the moſt pru- 
dent, and moſt effectual (tho* not ifallible) method 
of preſerving the Sacred Truths, than to Another 
which is ſo far from being infallible for the preſerv- 
ing of the true Faith, that it is rather the ſureſt meant 
to deſtroy it. All Proteſtant Churches have took 
into This approved way of ſecuring, as far as pol--. 
ſible, the true Senſe of Scripture by publick, and an- 
thorized Expoſitions. And This is paying the ten- 
dereſt and moſt religious regard to the Rule of Faith; 
there being no ſaſer or better way than This is to 
preſerve it. But enough in anſwer to a weak Sugge- 
ſtion; which, if it proves any thing, proves the un- 
Lawfulneſs of impoſing any Forms; not the lawſulneſs 
of ſubſcribing in a Senſe different from That of the 
Impoſers. 7 „%; ͤ᷑ V 


5 PLEA 1. _ 


* With reſpect to Civil Matters. There is 
© lodged in every Government, a Legiſlative Power 
© neither can there in this Caſe be any other 

„ Rule by which to interpret the Law, but only 
£ by diſcovering from the obvious Signification of 
c Words, what was in the whole, the real Senſe 
* and Intent of the Legiſlators. - But now in Ec- 
6 clefiaſtical Matters the Caſe is very different. 

The Church in Matters of Doctrine has no Legife 

lane Paweny GM 6 ant of rn On 
C Clarke's Reply, p. 38. 


A 


Answer, 
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ANSWER, 


51 Tbis is 5 Amuſement. What hes: Le Wee 
Power to do in This Queſtion? If an Equal, if an 
Inferior propoſes me any Articles to ſubſcribe, I may 
indeed refuſe Subſcription (and fo I may when pros 
poſed by Speriors) but if I ſubmit to Sabſcribe, I 
mult do it in the Senſe of Him that Articles, or Co- 
uenanis with me; and according to the * ge 
and literal Senſe of the Words. 

Beſides, what ſhall we think of Oaths impobod 
by an Dſurper? May I Swear to Any Thing, only 
becauſe He 7", no Legiſlative Power over me? Here 
will be a fair Way open'd for any prevarication 
in State Oaths, as often as Any one queſtions the 
Legality of the Powers that impoſe ' them. 

2. To anfwer a little more directly; Subſcription 
is required by the Legiſlatiue Powers: And there is 
juſt the ſame reaſon for attending to the Senſe of the 
Impoſers, in the matter of Smb/cription, as in any Ci» 
vil Oaths, Teſts, Laws or the like: And every Ob- 
jection againſt the one, is equally ſtrong againſt the 
other alſo. The Legiſlative Powers in a Chriſtian 
State, are-under the Law of * Reaſon, and alſo 
under the Law of Chriſtianity, Now, what if the 
Civil Oaths, Laws, Teſts, rg be thought contrar 
either to the Dictates of Reaſon, or to the Law of Chr, 
which the Lawpivers pretend to follow, and to con- 
form to as their Rule? Then, upon the Principles 
of the Subſcribing Arian, Any Man may force and 
ſtrain the Civil Oaths, Laws, Teſts, &c. to his own 
private Senſe, contrary to the Meaning of the Rul- 
ing Powers, in order to reconcile Them to what. He 
thinks Reaſon, or Scripture; that is, to his own Prin- 

replay . or Conceits, n They be. — 
| a 1 


4 


FE 
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AJuabſeription Cute 4 ; 
Caſe is parallel in all Circumſtances affecting the 
ſent Queſtion ; and the Plea that is here uſed fot 
the | juſtifying a fraudulent 2 with a very 
little Change, will ſerve as well to juſtify a fraudu. 


| knt taking of the Civil Oarhs, or Ilz and ſo there 


will be an end of all Truſt or mutual (Confidence, = 
ſo long as Words are capable of nom wreſted of 
NE into more yells Thats heel” 0 4 | : 


P LEA v. n 


cc Every Man that (for the ** of Peace: = 
« Order) aſſents to, or makes uſe of; any ſuch Forms 
« of Humane Appointment; 1s obliged to reconcile 
« Them with what appears to Him wy the Doctrine 
6 of Scripture, and take care to underſtand Them in 
« ſuch a Senſe only, as is content with That Do- 


4 Qrine: otherwiſe He parts with his Chriſtiani- 
8 * for the Sake of a Civil and Political Religion. 


n Reply; p- 33+ 


A1 £0 


1. The ſame Plea may ſerve for Pa apiſts, and Perlons 
diſaffected to the Government, Bow, (for the Sake 
of Peace and Order) They may be diſpoſed fraudu- 
lently to take the Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, 


and Abjuration. Thoſe Oarhs, indeed, in their lueral 


and intended Senſe, are directly repugnant to their 


_ Senſe of Scripture. But They are to take care to 


underſtand Them in ſuch a Senſe only as is conſiſtent 


with their Doctrines; otherwiſe , They part with 


their Chriſtianity for the Sake of a Civil and Political 
Religion, | 

2. More directly I anſwer, ſecondly, that if any 
H umane Forms, in their obvious, and intended Senſe, 


5 


. SE 


pear not . with wha | os el Scrirure 5 
fuch Perſons ought not, for the Sake of Peace and Or. 
Ar, neither yet dier the Sake of a:Benefice or Dignity, 


nor for any Conſideration whatever, to aſent to ſuch! 
Forms. Nay» They are indiſpenſably bound to re- 
| fuſe. Aſſent, or Subicription to ſuch Forms; otherwiſe 


They part with their Clrifianir for the Sake of the 
Mammon of This World; or, 4 beſt, for the Sake: 
of Peace and Oraer ; wack is doing Evil that Good 


may come, and is an abominable PraCtile i in the * 
bob 8 Tr | 


22 
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35 Bp. Pearſon faith * pon is Llane 7 1 
& the Creed, we therefore. believe, becauſe it is contain d 


« jy the Scriptures ; ; and conſequently muſt So , believe 
ee jt as it is contain d there: Whence all this Expoſs- 
& gion of the Whole is nothing elſe but an Lees 


* and Proof of every particular Part of the Creed 7 
« ach Seriptares as deliver the ſame, according to the 
True interpretation of Them. Expoſition on the 


« Creed. p. 227. 
« And the whole Church of England has made the 


& like Declaration, in the 6th, the 20th, and 27 
c of the 39 Articles, before cited; and in the 
« Fighth Article, which declares that the Creeds ought 
c to be received and believed becauſe ( and conſe» 
t quently only in ſuch Senſe wherein ) They may be 


* provea 12 _ certain Warp A Holy Scripture. 
Clarke's Introdu'?;, 


7. What Bp. 8 has there ſaid, hes to the 
Kate of Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell; ; the Senſe of 


which 


woe. at: 


Point in Hand. To let us ſee how far that good 
and great Biſhop was from countenancing any thing 


like what the Doctor pleads for, I may tranſcribe one 
paragraph from the 1 page, p. 226. Where- 


fore being our Church hath not nom impoled That In- 
terpretation of St. Peter's Woras, which before it inti- 


mated; being it hath not declared That as the only Place 
of Scripture to found the Deſcent into Hell apon;_. 
being it hath alleged no other Place to ground it, and 


delivered no other Explication to expound it ; We may 


with the greater Liberty paſs on to find out the true 


Meaning of this Article, and to give our particular 
Judgment in it. Had the Biſhop foreſeen what ill 
uſe might poſſibly be made of his other Words; He 
could not have guarded more particularly againft it, 
than He has here done. Wherefore it was very pe- 


culiar to cite Him in Favour of ſuch a Sabſcriprion, 
or ſuch a Latitude, as He would have utterly ab- 


horred, and deteſted. 5 
2. As to the Doctrine of the Church of England 


in her 61%, $th, zoth, and 21ſt Articles, it is no 


more than This; that nothing is to be received but 
what is agreeable to Scripture, And for This very 
Reaſon, ſhe requires Subſcription in her own Senſe, 


becauſe ſhe judges no other Senſe to be agreeable to 


Scripture, If Any judge otherwiſe, let Them not 
Subſcribe, Tt is but ſhallow Artifice of the Pleaders 
for a fraudulent Subſcription, conſtantly ro call their 


Icterpretations of Scripture , Scripture; and from 
thence to infer that the Church requires, or per- 


mits Subſcription in their Senſe. The Church ſure- 
ly has as good a right to call her /aterpretations by 
tie Name of Scripture; and then her requiring Sub- 


i{cription to That only iphich is agreeable to Scripture, 


a 15 


Subfeription Conſidered.” . 27 
which is left indefinite, and undetermin'd by our 
Church; and therefore This is not pertinent to the 


PE. 
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26 The CASE of : 


is requiring Subſcription in her own Sono of Scripture; 


and none elſe. Let the Arian. Senſe of Scripture. be 
Scripture to Arians: But then let them ſubſcribe- on- 
ly to Arian expoſi u ee are FO: en to 
Thoſe of our Church. | 1 


| N A VII. wr 
« When in the Publick. Forms there be (as nes 


* 


40 generally are) expreſſions which at firſt fight, look 


« different ways; it cannot be but Men muſt be al- 
« lowed to interpret what is Ohſcure, by that which 
e ſeems to Them more plain And Scriptural. 


Clarke's No p- 33+ 


A 5 wg 


What a Fanciful Repreſentation is here of our 
Publick, Forms; as if They, either at firſt Sight, or 
at all, look'd towards Arianiſm; When the very 


ſtrongeſt Words which the Wit of Man can devile 


to exclude it, occur every where in our Pablick- 
Forms, And it is ſo far from being obſexre whether 
the Compilers and Impoſers intended to. exclude it, and 

ro. profeſs. the Catholick Doctrine up to the Highth, 
that it is Demonſtration They did: intend- it. This 
Plea therefore has nothing to reſt upon but a Miſ- 


repreſentation of Fact. 


If the Meaning be, that the Doctrines taught by 


our Church are obſcure, that is, Myſtericus, and 


therefore They may claim a Liberty of explaining them 
away, into what appears to Them more plain. and 
Scripteeral; I lay, if That be the Meaning of the Plea, 


then it comes to This; that whenever Any Church 


impoſes the Belief of Aiyſteries, a Subſcriber may 
honeſtly ſubſtitute what "He pleaſes inſtead of the 


4007: Fg make no A Men of it, * 3 


de 
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Sebſevidriis cal Jered. 4 7 F | 


of ( contrary to the Intention and ELIE 1 the 


Jmpeſers) to ſomething "appearing. to Himſelf more 
lain and Scriptural. Upon this Foot, it will be im- 


poſſible for any Church ever to ſecure the profeſ- 


bon of any Adyſterions \ Doctrine againſt ſecret Mean- 


pings and ſubtle Evaſions: but Men may ſubſcribe to 
as man Myſteries 25 3 FT and mall believe : 
one of Them. 5 | 


4 vm. 


« In ak Dofiring of the Trivity, beer 16 way 
« certainly to inform my ſelf, what is the Senſe of 
« the Church. The Words of the f Article are 
«© capable of at leaſt four Senſes ; and Each of Theſe 


« Senſes is defended by learned Divines of the 


60 „Church — The four Senſes I mean, are Theſe. 


4 1. That which males the Three perſons to be 
cc 72 Three Modes of one Mind; Which I call 
« F ee 


« 2, That which RE the Three — to 3 7 | 


© ſomething more than Three Modes of one Mind, 
and yet not Three Minds: i. e. Makes Them to 


«© be media between entia and non. entia, an 


and nothing; which 1 call Wenne 


ce z. That which po the Three "Perſons to be 
* Three equal Minds: Which I call 77 F 


That which. makes Then to be * | 
0 a one independent and exiſting of it ſelf, 
„the other two deriving their exiſtence from the 


| © Firſt: (which The Author ſhould have called A- 
TI C „„ TOY on Impoſit. p. 42. 43. 
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This Writer goes roundly to work; and: gives 
us a Specimen both of his Profound Senſe, and his 
| Modeſty, He firſt throws Duſt- upon the Article; 
and then complains that it is dark and confuſed. The 
Article is really capable of but one Senſe; and That 
Senſe none of the Four, as He has repreſented Them. 
It is not capable of the Firſi prerended Senſe. iſ 
There is not a Word of Three Modes either in the 
Article, or any where elſe in our Publick: Forms. The 
Notion is neither expreſs d, nor implied in the Article; 
and therefore cannot be the Senſe of it: Nay the 
Nation is a Contradiction to the very Words of 
the Article. Alode, Mode, and Mode will never 
amount to Subſtance: But the Article plainly makes 
every Perſon to be Subſtance, as inveſted with Power 
and Eiernity, and as being of one Subſtance with the 
other two Perſons, and making there-with one Ong 
and True God. | 
The Second Senſe, when rightly pndenſine, is the 
true Senſe of the Article: but not as it lies under 
the ridiculous Repreſentation which This Writer 
has made of it. The Senſe in it is the Article's, the 
Non-Senſe is his own, The Article ſays not a Word of 
a Medium between ſomething and nothing: But that 
the Three Perſans, are neither Three Modes, nor 
Three Minds, is indeed plain enough from the Ar- 
ticle. Neither is there any Nan-Senſe, but a great 
Deal both of Senſe and Truth, in ſaying, that every 
Perſon is Swbſtance, and yet They are not three Sub- 
Pances; every Perſon Mind, and yet not three Minds; 
every Perſon God, and yet not three Gods. The 
Union is too cloſe and intamate to admit of the plu: 
Ful * of Minds, , Wee, God.; Which 
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can belong only to ſeparate Perſons: Three Perſons ſo 
united as Theſe are ſuppoſed to be, are one Subſt 
one Mind, one Being, one God; and that in a ver * juſt 
and proper Feat os | : 
As to the third and fourth Senſes of Three Minds 
equal, and unequal, which would imply Three Sub- 
ſtances, the Article excludes Them Both; by making 
the Three Perſons ove Subſtance, and one God, Upon 

the whole, it appears that the Fir/# Article is not cas 
pable of more Senſes than one; and yet if it were ca- 
; pableyof mam Senſes, unleſs the Arian Senſe were one 
of Thoſe many, This Gentleman and bis Brethren 


could not, honeſtly and fairly, ſubſcribe,. 


„ Unleſs This Liberty be allowed, no body can 
& ſubſcribe the Articles, Creeds, and Liturgy of the 
Church of England at all. There ate ſeveral Things 
cc jn theſe Forms which, if taken in the moſt obi 
*r Senſe, contradict one another: And therefore ſome 
* of them muſt be underſtood in a Senſe which is not 
e the obvious one. In the Doctrine of the Trinity, it 
« is plain from Dr. Clarke's Collection Ch. 1. of the 
« 24 Part of his Scripture Doctrine, that there are a 
great Number of Paſſages in the Liturgy which in 
ce the obvious Senſe make for his Opinion: And theres 
ce fore muſt by Thoſe who are of a different Opinion 
ce be. underſtood in a Senſe which is not the obviews 

0e. Effay on Impoſ. p. 43. 
c T am ſure it is no more a putting of Violence 
ce upon the Expreſſions cited in Chapter the 2d. of the 
C Third Part, to make them conſiſtent with Scripture, 
<« and with the Expreſſions of the Liturgy cited in 
ce Chapter the 1ſt; than it is, on the contrary, a 
e putting of Violence upon the Scripture and upon the 

6 7." > = 
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Expreſſions cited in Chapter 1/f to make Them con- 


6 + liſtent with 15 r cited! in ee the _ 


'% 


We bere neet, with the utmoſt Confidenos- in 4e | 
ming a matrercof Fact, Which every Man's Eyes 
and common Senſe may immediately diſcover to be 
Falſe. The Sum of the Plea is; that there are many 
Expreſſions in our Pwblick-Forms, which in their ob= 
wions Senſe contradict the Keceived Doctrine of the 
Trinity: And that Thoſe called Orthodox muſt put as 

much Yioleuce upon one kind of Expreſſions to recon» 
cile them to their Scheme, as the Arians muſt put 
upon Others to reconcile Them to Theirs. The 


Expreſſions which. are ſuppoſed in their obvious Senſe 


to thwart the received Doctrine, are ſuch wherein 


The Father is eminently ſtyled God, and ſometimes 


only God , or ſuch as * 5 a  Swbordination of Two 
Perſons to One. | 

Now The Queſtion will bar what Senſe of Thoſe 
Paſſages has the beſt right and Title to be called 
the obvious Senſe, Is ir not That Senſe which has 
been in uſe and approved, in this 24yfery, for 16 
Hundred Vears? Is it not That Senſe, which was an- 
tiently taught and inculcated before Baptiſm ;*That 
which all the Churehes in Chriſtendom receive and 
approve; That which the Compilers and Impoſers of 
our Forms certainly intended ; That which is ſo well 
known and has fo long paſs'd current, that no body 


almoſt can miſtake it; That which the Words will 


not only bear (as may be ſhown from innumerable 
Inſtances in approved Authors) but which They 


really require, when conſidered ' together with what 


goes before or after Them, or with other Paſſages 


in our Publick- Forms? Is not Th to be look'd 
upon 
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upon as the obvious Senſe of Thoſe Paſſages, rather 
than Another of yeſterday, never before own'd by our 
Clergy or People, never ſuſpected to be contain d 
in our Forms, never ſubſcribed to, till very lately; 4 
neus, ſtrange, unheard of Senſe ( fo far as concerns our 
Publick- Forms) and ſuch as, if admitted, muſt make 
our Forms nothing elſe but a confuſed Heap and jum- 
ble of the moſt irreconcilable Contradictions? Theſe 
Things conſidered, I muſt inſiſt upon it, that the 
only obvious Senſe of Thoſe Paſſages is the received 
prevailing Senſe of Them: it being obvious to every 
Man of common Underſtanding that That, and Thar 
only was ever intended by our Church, or received 
by our Clergy; or underſtood to be their true Senſe, 
by Papiſ® or Proteſtant, Diſſenter or Churchman, 
Native os Foreigner from the Year 1552 to the 
Year 1712. „ n fb 
Our Publick- Forms have been well known to all 
the Churches abroad, to all the Learned in Europe. 
What Man ever ſuſpected, till now, that They were 
tainted with Arianiſm, or but look'd That Way? 
There is no need of putting Violence upon any one 
Paſſage to reconcile it to the received Doctrine: All 
is eaſy and conſiſtent throughout, form'd entirely upon 
Catholick, Principles. Sometimes the Father is ſtiled 
only God, oft'ner All Three: ſometimes Two of the 
Perfons are introduc'd in a Subordination of Order, 
to the Firſt ; at other Times their perſect equality 


of Nature is as fully and clearly profeſs'd. No one 


that has been tolerably inſtructed, can be at a loſs 
ſor the meaning of Theſe Things. But as to the 

Violence uſed by the Arian Party, in torturing our 
Creeds and Liturgy ; it is ſuch, I believe, as was 
never before practiſed with any Words whatever. 
The old Arians would have deteſted ſuch Practiſes: 
The 'Owcgo1y alone was ſuch a Stumbling-Block to 

> Them 
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Them, that very few could ger over it; and They 
wou'd never inſert it in their Creeds. And yet 
They were Artiſts in their way; and had carried the 
My ttery of Equivocation, and Chicane, far beyond 
Any Thing that had been known in the Church in 


the Ages before Them. As to the Violence which 


Thoſe Gentlemen are forced to uſe with our Church's 
Forms, it will appear more fully in the ſequel. At 
preſent, I ſhall content my ſelf with Two Obſerva- 
tions, which may help to give the Reader a juſt Idea 


of the difference between the Orthodox and Them, 


in This particular. 
1. The firſt is, that wher the Orthodox ſubſcribe 
to, in reſpect of the Trinity, is no more, than 


what all Catholicks, even the moſt zealous Oppoſers 


of the Arians, were ever ready to profeſs, and in the 
fame Terms as we do. But (as I have already hint- 
ed) what our modern Arians ſubſcribe, is what 


the Antient Arias would never have admitted. They 


abhorr'd the very Name, and Thing of Conſubſtan- 
riality, Coequality, Coeternity, One Godhead in 3 Perſons 
or the like, which are all plainly laid down in our 
Publick-Forms. From hence it is manifeſt that the 
Fiolence We are charged with, would never have 
been thought Any by our Predeceſſors on the Catholic 
ſide: But the Violence which we Charge the Arians 
with, · is ſuch as their Predeceſſors would have allows 
to be ſuch. 

2. Another Obſervation is, that what The Ortho 
dox Clergy ſubſcribe to, They are ready alſo to pro- 
ſeſs, from the Prefs, or the Pulpit, or in common 
Diſcourſe, which are all of a piece with their Subſeri- 


ption; at leaſt generally ſpeaking. They ſcruple not in 


Sermons, 1n Writings, i in Diſcourſe, to give the Title 
of God eminently, or of only God, to the Father: 


nor to admit of ſuch Expreſſions as __ 2 Sulor- 


dination 
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ination of Order in the ſacred Trinity. But The 
Arians, on the contrary, never uſe Any Expreſſions 
like to ſome which They ſubſcribe to. They will 
never ſay from the Preſs, or from the Pulpit, or in com- 
mon Converſation, that Father Son, and Holy-Ghoſt 
are One God, that They are Coequal, Coeternal, &c. 
They allow of Theſe Expreſſions as often as They 
| /ubſcribe ; but never elfe. They underſtand what ſucli 
Words mean in any other place but in our Pablick- 
Forms; and They do not think They can conſcien- 
ziouſly make uſe of them at other Times, however 
conſcientiouſly They may ſubſcribe to Them. Should 
any Man of Them, in a Treatiſe, or Sermon, throw 
out any ſuch Shocking Aſſertions ( Sthocking, I mean, 
to Them) He would be look'd upon as a Deſerter 
by the Party; and a Betrayer of the Cauſe which He 
had undertaken to defend. But if He ſubſcribes to 
Them, and ſolemnly gives his unfeigned Aſſeut and 
Conſent thereto; This, it ſeems, and This only, is 
harmleſs, and inoffenfive  _ 3 

1 ſhall confirm what I have ſaid by a remarkable In- 
ſtance. Dr. Clarke did but once declare, in a Paper laid 
before the Biſhops, that the Son of God was eternally 
begotten by the Eternal incomprehenſible Power and Will 
of the Father, ( An expreſſion nothing near ſo ſtrong 
for a Coeternity as Forty others which He has ſub- 


| ſcribed to) and his Arian Friends could not bear 


t*, It occaſion'd a real and ſenſible Grief amongſt 
Them. They look'd upon it as giving up the Caule, 
in a manner, and made broad Hints of his being led 
by corrupt Nature, into à very culpable Prevarication: 
See how eafily Thoſe Gentlemen can underſtand the 
Force of Words, Any where elſe but in our Forms; 
and how carefully They guard againſt the 2 of ſuch 
Expreſſions, as They ſcruple not however to /#b- 
Ser Apology for Dr. Clarke p. 49. Ce. 1 
- pology f E 49 & ſcribe 
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- feribe to. Let Any Man compare This Conduct of 
the Arians with That of the Orthodox; and He will 
lainly ſee, that the Former are Themſelves Conſcious 
of the Violence They put upon the Church's Forms; 
while the latter are not Conſcious of any Violence, on 
their ſide, at all. 8 . 


P 


« By an Induction of particular Paſſages, There 
ec are 186 places wherein our Pablick-Forms are clear- 
« ly on his (Dr. Clarke's) Side. And 27 only 
c which ſeem to differ from Him. Muſt not then 
« the /maller Number be reconciled to the greater? 
«© Or, on the contrary, muſt the ſer Number, 
« and the more modern Phraſes be the Standard of 
Doctrine, and the Rule of interpreting the more 
« Antient Phraſes, and the larger Number? | _ 
33 Modeſt Plea. p. 1206 


© 


| = <4 AN WER. | 
This is pleaſant, and pretty. Of the 186 pretended 
Places, There is not one either clearly, or at all on the 
Doctor's fide, as to the Points of Difference between 
Him and Us. They are Paſſages which may indeed 
be uſed by Arians (and fo may They by Catholicks) 
conſiſtently with their Principles. They are capable 
of different Views according to what They happen 
to be joyn'd with. But as They ſtand in our 
Forms, in company with Other Paſfages expreſs and 
full for the Carholick Doctrine; They can reaſonably 
bear no other but the Cazholick meaning. I think it 
not material to inquire into the Truth and Juſtice 
of This Writer's Calculation; founded only upon Dr. 
Clarke's arbitrary diſpoſition of his Sections, or Para- 
| ; OE graphs : 


186 Paſlages which mig 


graphs: Sometimes making one Sentence a adiſtinct 


Paſſage , ſometimes. crowding many into One; and 


ſometimes only referring to Paſſages omitted. Let the 
Number be as 186 to 27; Thoſe 27 do not only 
ſeem, but are directly oppoſite to the Doctor's Prin- 
ciples, according to the plain, literal, and natural Force 


of Words, as well as the kyown. Senſe of the Impoſers. 


The Queſtion then juſtly ſtated lies Thus. Whether 

bo (if the Compilers and Im- 
poſers had not intended Them in à Catholic Senſe ) 
have been indifferently claim'd by either Catholic or 
Arian, ſhould yield to 27 which are utterly repug- 
nant to Arianiſm, or the 27 to Them, That is, 
whether Thoſe that can bear but Oze of the Senſes 


ſhould yeild to Thoſe that may fairly admit of Either; 


or the contrary. Imagine 186 Men to be indifferent, 
or but nearly indifferent , in any Point of Diſpute; 
and 27 reſolute on one Side. Which is the way to 
reconcile Them, and unite Them all in one Verdict? 
Is it to drag over the 27 by Force of Arms to what 
They are irreconcilably averſe to? Or is it not ra- 
ther to bring over the 186 to the 27, to whom They 
have little or no Averſion, and to whoſe Side They 
are no way diſinclined? This latter, I think, is the 
proper and only method to promote Harmony and 
Concord in the Whole. The Application I Truſt with 
the Ingenious; and here take my leave of This fan- 


ciful Reaſoning of the Modeſt Plea der.. 
PLEA XI. | , 


« The Article in the Apoſtle's Creed, concer ning 
« Chriſt's Deſcent into Hell, is now univerſally under» 


* ſtood in a Senſe probably different from what the 
de Compoſers of the Creed intended. | 


Clarke's Reply, p. 34. 
E 2 | ANSWER. 
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How Chri ls Deſe ent into Hell, Was 1 by 
the Compoſers of the Creed is uncertain: neither is 
it certain that it is Univer/ally underſtood in any one 
Senſe. However That be, one Thing is Certain, 
that our Church has left that Article at large, in- 
tending a Latitnde ; and indulging a Liberty to Sub- 
ſcribers to abound in their own Senſe. This is not 
the Caſe of the Articles relating to the Trinity. 
Their Senſe is fix*d, and bound upon the Conſcience 
of every Subſcriber, by the plain, natural Signification 
of the Words; and by the known Iurent of the Com- 
pilers and Impoſers. If it be asK'd from whence we 
are to learn what was the Intent of the Impoſers, or 
how it may be hum; I anſwer, firſt from plain 
Words ; al next from Hiſtory and Obſervation, in 
the like manner As the Intent and Scope of any Wen 
is to be nen. 


Prza XII. 


« The — Clauſes in the Athanaſian Creed 
** are now by very few underſtood in That Senſe 
e which, in all probability „the Compiler of it in 
That very dark _ Ignorant Age deſign'd to ex- 
* preſs, OY Reply, p. 34. 


a1 


ANSWER 


am Thr the Athanafian Creed 00 called ) was com: 
oP in a very dark and ignorant Age, is more than the 

octor knows: and therefore ſhould not be ſo poſi- 
tively afhrm'd by Him. The Creed however has no 
Signs or Taken of Darkeeſs , Or Ir Jenorance ; ; but of 
| Br 


— 
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| great Accuracy, and ſolid Judgment: And is the beſt 


Expoſition (for its compaſs) of the Doctrines of 
the Trinity, and Incarnation, that we ſhall any where 


meet with. 2 F 


o 


2. Another Thing which the Doctor affirms with< 
out knowing, is, that feu underſtand the Damnatory 
Clauſes, in the Senſe of the Compiler. Let Any Man 


ſhow what Senſe it is moſt reaſonable to underſtand 


Them in; and The ſame Reaſons (if good) ſhall 


ſerve to ſhow that That was the Senſe of the Com- 
piler. I know, many have ſtrain'd the Dammatory 


Clauſes to an unreaſonable Rigour, on purpoſe to 
diſparage the Creed: But They have not been able 
to prove that the Compiler ſo intended it. 

z. The Compiler's Senſe being doubtful, and the 
Impoſers having left Thoſe Clauſes without any Ex- . 
poſition; The Subſcriber is at Liberty to underſtand 
Them in ſuch Senſe as the Words will bear; and 
ſuch as beſt anſwers the main Intent and Deſign of 
That Creed; and is moſt agreeable to Scripture and 
Reaſon. This Inſtance is nothing parallel to the 


Caſe of the Articles concerning the Trinity ; whoſe 


Senſe is fix d. and certain, as before ſaid. Fix, in like 
manner, the Senſe of the Damnatory Clauſes; and it 
ſhall ſoon be proved that every Sabſcriber ought to 


acquieſce in it. 
PLE A XIII. 
« The Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt ſet forth in the 


„ Micene, and Athanaſian Creeds in One Senſe, is 


« by Mr. (#ow Dr.) Bennet in his explication of 
ce his own Senſe, concerning That Point, ſhown to 
£ be now underſtood by mam ( without any ſuſpi- 

* cion of inſincerity) in a different Senſe. - 
VVT... Clarke's Reply, p. 34. 
ANSWER» 
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1. This is only Argumentum ad Hominem (to make 
the moſt of it) and therefore is not ſufficient. | 
2. The Argument comes not up to the Point in 
Hand. Dr. Bennet was of opinion that our Church 
had determined nothing in this matter: otherwiſe 
He would not preſume to interpret the Proceſſion in 
his own Way. His Words are. If our Church had any 
where determined this matter," and declared in what Senſe 
She undlerſtood the Proceſſion in the Athanaſian Creed; 
the Caſe would be alterea*. And again. Our Church never 
once adds the Epithet eternal to the Word Proceſſion; 
nor has She any one Paſſage , that 1 know of, which 
may not be as well underſtood of the temporal, as of 
the eternal Proceſſion, either in her Liturgy, her Arti- 
cles, or her Homies}. I am not of Dr. Beunet's Mind, 
in This particular; believing that the Church has 


-. determin'd the Meaning of the Proceſſion in Thoſe 


Creeds; or rather that the Meaning is fo plain, all 
things conſider'd, as not to need any farther deter- 
mining. However, it appears to be Dr. Bennets 
Principle, relating to Subſcriptiun, that where the 
Church's Senſe may be known, That Senſe muſt 
be received; and that there is, in ſuch a Caſe, no 
Latitude or Liberty left to the Subſcriber. Upon 
This Principle, He both does, and muſt condemn 
Arian» Subſcription ; ſince both the plain Meaning of 
Words, and the Intent of Compilers and Impoſers ex- 
clude Arianiſin. And it is well known with what 
Zeal and Earneſtneſs Dr. Bennet remonſtrates * againſt 
That Coll8ſon which He takes Dr. Clarke and his 
Partizans to be guilty of, in the matter of Subſcription. 


». Pag. 292 0 Bennet on the Trinity. p. 226. 
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c The Doctrines of Prediſtination and Original Sing 
are at this Day, by all eminent Divines (after the 
« Example of Arch- Biſhop Laud, and of the learned 
e Biſhop: Bull) underſtood in a Senſe which there is 
« no appearance the Compoſers of the 39 Articles 
« meant to teach; and which there is all appearance 
ce the Compoſers of the Homilies intended ſhould not 
« be taught. Clarke's, Reply, p. 34. 45; RS 
&« I cannot condemn Arch-Biſhop Land, Biſhop 
| & Bull, and others, who departed manifeſtly from 
cc the receiv'd Senſe, not of one but of ſeveral, Arti- 
« cles; nor That Declaration of K. James I. (read 
« Charles I.) by which He openly: patroniz d the 
« Subſcribing the fame Articles in ſeveral, not only 
« different but contradittory Senſes: and in effect de- 
« clar'd it for the Honour of the Articles that This 
« ſhould be ſo; and that all ſhould acquieſce in it 
« without mutual Reproaches _ 47 
Lord Biſhop of Bangor. PoſtScript. p. 259. 


1. It hath often been . pretended by the Calviniſts 
that the Compilers and Impoſers of the Articles &c. 


intended a Senſe different ( with Reſpect to Predeſti- . 


nation and Original Sin) from That which now ge- 
nerally prevails. But This Pretence has been often, 
and abundantly confuted by great Men; and parti- 
cularly by the learned Biſhop Bull, in his Apology a- 
gainſt Dr, Tally : where He has unanſwerably vindi- 


cated the preſent Doctrines from the Articles, Liturgy, 


Catechiſm, and Homilies of the Church of England.. 
2. A Diſtinction ſhould be made between ſuch 
* See alſo Dr. Bennet on the 17th Article, Directions for 

Studying ge, p. 93. GH. „ 
: | | Articles 


Articles as, being formed in general Terms, leave 4 
Latitude for private Opinions, and ſuch as being 
otherwiſe formed leave no ſuch Latitude. It is 
_ ridiculous to pretend that, becauſe ſome Articles are 
general or indefinite, and may admit of different Ex- 
plications, therefore all may, Allowing that either Cal- 
viniſt or Arminian may ſubſcribe to the Articles (the 
Articles being general, and the main Points in diſpute 
left undetermined) would it not be weak to argue 
from thence, that Both Papiſts and Proteſtants may 
likewiſe ſubſcribe to the Articles of the Church of 
England? Now, it is no leſs abſurd to pretend that 
Both Catholic and Arians may ſubſcribe to our 
Forms; Some Articles being as full and ſtrong Teſts a- 
gainſt Arianiſm, as others are againſt Popery. +4 
J. It is not fairh, becauſe not er#ly; ſuggeſted, that 
when Men of different Sentiments, as to particular 
Explications , ſubſcribe to the ſame general Words, 
that they ſubſcribe in contradictory, or even in different 
Senſes. Both ſubſcribe to the ſame general Propoſi- 
tion, and Both in the ſame Senſe; only They differ 
in the Particulars, relating to it: Which is not 4% 
fering (at leaſt, it need not be) about the Sexſe of the 
Article, but about particulars not contain'd in the Ar- 
ticle. For inſtance : let Two Perſons aſſent to a gene- 
ral Propoſition, This Figure is a Triangle; one be. 
lieving the Triangle to be equilateral, the other be- 
lie ving its Sides to be uncqual: They are directly op- 
polite in their Sentiments as to what kind of Tyiangle 
it is: but in the general Propoſition, that The Figure 
is a Triangle, Both agree, and in the ſame Senſe. 
In like manner, imagine the Article of Predeſtina. 
tion (and the ſame may be ſaid of any other in like 
Circamſtances) to be Jeft in general Terms. Both 
ſides may Subſcribe to the ſame general Propofitioriz and 
Both in the /ame Senſes Which Senſe teaches not o 
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the particulars in diſpute. And if one believes Prede- 


ſtination to be abſolute, and the other conditionarte ; 
This is not (on the preſent ſuppoſition) differing 
about the Senſe of the Article, but in their reſpective 


Additions to it. l | | 
4. It is very uncautiouſſy and unaccurately faid, 
that King Charles I. patronized the Subſcribing the 


ſame Articles either in contradidtory, or different Senſes. 
His Order is, that every Subſcriber ſabmit to the 
Article in the plain and full Meaning thereof, in the 


Literal and Grammatical Senſe. What? is the plain 
and full Meaning more than One Meaning? or is the 


One plain and full Meaning Two comradittory Mean= 


ings? could it be for the Honour of the Article (or 
of the King) to ſay This? No: but The Royal 


Declaration, by plains and full Meaning, underſtands 


the general Meaning, which is but Oze ; and to which 


all might reaſonably Subſcribe. And He forbids any 


one's putting his own Senſe, or comment to be the Mean= 
ing of the Article, or to affix any new Senſe to it: 
That is, He forbids the changing a general Propo- 


ſition into a particular; He ſtands up for the general 


Propoſition , or, for the Article it ſelf; and pro- 


hibits particular Meanings, as not belonging to the 


Article; nor being properly Explications of it, but 
Additions to it. This is the plain Import of the Royal 
Declaration: And it is both wiſe and juſt; free from 
any of Thoſe ſtrange Conſequences, or Inferences, 


which ſome would draw from it. | ; 


5. I muſt farther remark, that the preſent Inſtance 


has no relation to the Point in Hand. The Propo- 
ſitions concerning the H. Trinity, contained in our 
Pablick: Forms, are not general or indefinite, but ſpecial 
and determinate, in the very Points of Difference be- 


tween Catholiehs and Arians; (Conſubſtantiality, Coe- 


quality, 
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quality, Coeternity &.) and That in as clear, and 


ſtrong Words as Any can be deviſed. This is the 


Reaſon why the Subſcriber has no Latitude leſt in 
This Caſe; and why an Arian can claim no Benefit 
from any Latitude allowable in other Articles where 
Circumſtances are plainly different. And it muſt be 
thought a very peculiar way of reaſoning to argue 
that, becauſe a Man may take a Liberty where The 
Charch and State have allowed it, Therefore He may 
take the ſame Liberty where They have not allowed 
it: which is all that This Pla amounts to. 5 

I cannot but obſerve from the Diſputes, and Cla- 
mours that have been raiſed about the 17 Article of 


our Church, what a tender Regard has all a long been 
paid to the Point of the Subſcription; and how jealous 


Men have been of any the leaſt appearance, or um- 


brace of Prevarication, in ſo ſerious and Sacred a 


Thing. What then muſt be ſaid of Thoſe who 
plead for a plain, open Prevarication in a Caſe which 
can admit of no diſpute with any Confidering Man; 


and has hardly ſo much as a Colour left for it? 


„VCF 


« That Article in the Viceze Creed ( of one Sub. 
cc ſtance with the Father) is now ( thro' the Ambi- 
« puity of the Latin and Engliſh Tranſlation) by 
& moſt Men taken much otherwiſe than the Coun- 
&« eil intended it. For the greater Part of Modern 
« Chriſtians (if we may judge by the Writings of 
« eminent Divines) underſtand it (as if it had been 
ce ure 10; ) to ſignify of one individual Subſtance 
&« with the Father, whereas all learned Men know 
& that the Greck Word ( 0108915 ) never had any 
« ſuch Signification, and that the Council meant no 


- 
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Here is a little more in This Pla than a Cavil 

upon the double Meaning of the Word Individual; 
Which has been ſufficiently expoſed in another Place. 
It has alſo been ſhown that the Doctrine of the 
Nicene Council is rightly enough underſtood by Mo- 
dern Chriſtians; and that while the Doctor ſo ma- 
giſterially cenſures the whole Chriſtian World, in a 


manner, yet no one ever underſtood this matter leſs, 


or talk'd more crudely of it than the Doctor Himſelf 
hath done, in This very page of his Reply, See my De- 
ſenſe p. 463+ and Reply to Doctor Whitby p. 7. &c. 


3 L N 
It becomes a fincere Man (eſpecially if He 


« yaries from Notions commonly received) to de- 
« clare plainly in what Senſe He underſtands any 


Words of Humane Inſtitution ; that his Inferiors 


« and Equals may not be impoſed upon by Him, 
« and that his Seperiors may judge of ſuch Decla- 


ration. | Clarbe's Reply, p. 33. 


« Dr, Clarke of all Men could leaſt be charged 


« with Collyfron, becauſe He has Declared pablickly his 
Opinions in This matter. Modeſt Plea p. 221. 


AN S WE R. 


I have reſerved This Pla to the laſt, as being of 
a very different kind from the reſt, and withal carry- 
ing a more plauſible Show of Frankneſs and Sin- 


cerity in it. Nevertheleſs, This, tho' it has an 
Appearance of Fairneſs, will by no means ſerve the 


purpoſe for which it is brought. je | 
=: ES © Suppoſe 
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Suppoſe any diſaffected Perſons in This Kingdom 
ſhould invent ſome ſtrange, forced, unheard of In- 
terpretation of the Civil Oaths, to elude and fruſtrate 
the Intent of Them; and declare in Print, that They 
Themſelves take the Oaths in this New Senſe, advi- 
ſing their Brethren to do the ſame; would ſuch De- 
claration be ſufficient to ſalve their Honeſty, or to 
make Them righiecus in the fight of God, or Aan? 
would They not be rather en the more no- 
toriouſly Wicked, as not only venturin upon Per- 
jury Themſelves, but inſtructing and ſeducing others 
into the ſame Crime? N „ 
Their giving notice of the prevarication would 
not be acquitting Themſelves of the guilt, but pro- 
claiming it; and, in ſome reſpects, incregſing it: as it 
would not only be doing an ill Thing, but, what is 
worſe, boaſting of it, and teaching others to do the 
like. One diſhoneſt Act, or more, are not ſo dange- 
rous, or pernicious, as the lay ing down Principles, and 
contriving Subtilties and artificial Exaſſons, whereby to 
undermine the very Foundations of moral Honeſty. 
I am not ſenſible that There is difference enough 
between This and the other Caſe, to make one in 
nocent, and the other highly criminal. Nothing can 
be pleaded for it but the preſumed Conſent of the Su. 
periers, after Declaration made. But that no ſuch 
preſumed Conſent can have any place in the matter of 
Sebſcription, may appear from the Reaſons following. 
I. Becauſe Superiors may often connive at, or to- 
lerate Offences: Which are never the leſs Offences for 
.) “!“ 1 
2. Becauſe fo long as our Swperiors 8 
fame Furme, which clearly expreſs ſuch a Senſe, 
They muſt be preſumed to intend the [ame Senſe, 
till They Declare otherwiſe, And their permitting 
the ſame Forms to ſtand is a much ſurer Argumeot gf 
> oe 
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their ſtill intending the ſame Thing, than their ſuffer- 
ing an Offender to eſcape, with impunity, can be of 


the contrary. | 5 TR 

z. The Expreſſions of our Articles, Liturgies, Creeds, 
and Laws, are all ſo plain and fall for the received Do- 
arine of the Trinity, and againſt the Ven. Scheme; 
that a Man muſt have a very mean Opinion either 


of the Vndenſtanding, or Integrity of his Srperiors, to 


ſuppoſe that They can ever alow Him to trifle 
at ſuch a rate in ſo ſerious a matter as Swb/cription. 
And it muſt be obſerved that our Swperiors ſpeak by 


z the Publick: Forms, as much as the Legiſlature ſpeaks 
by the Public. Laws: and no Senſe can be their Senſe 


but the plain, | uſual, literal meaning of Thoſe | Paubli ch 
Forms; till ſome as Publich, and as Amhentick Decla- 
ration alters the Caſe. „„ 


If The Salſerptiam contended for, be in it ſelf 
fraudulent, as eluſive of the Lau, a Man's declaring, 


or giving notice of it, does not alter it's Nature, or 


make jr kgal. Suppoſe a Man ſhould declare that 
He ſubſcribes only ſo far as 7s agreeable zo Scripture; 


(a Method diſallowed by our Laws, according to 


the unanimous Reſolution of all the Juages, as be- 


fore obſerv'd: ) ſuch Declaration would never alter 
the Nature of the Subſcription; but it would be as much 
againſt Law as ever, notwithſtanding: and, for That 
very reaſon, it would be. unrighteous and di ſhoneſt. 


But, I have alſo obſerved that ſubſcribing in ag 


Senſe contrary to the plain Force of Words, and 
| krown meaning of the Impoſers, is equally illegal with 
the other: and therefore neither can This be juſtified 
any more than the other. And ſince whatever is 


illegal is of courſe condemn'd by our Swperiors, who 
ſpeak by the Public Laws: it is evident that our 
Szperiors condemn This kind of Subſcription: and con- 
lequently there is no pretence left for 2 preſumed C. 


ſent, 


%% d HAN _- 
fem, unleſs our Superiors can be preſumed both to 
allow and condemn the very ſame Thing, at the ſame 
Time. ks 855 1 85 
4. I muſt add, that Our Saperiors have, from Time 
to Time (as there has been occaſion) ſufficiently te- 
ſtified their diſallowance of any Attempts tending to 
undermine the Carholick, received Doctrine of the 
ever Bleſſed Trinity. His preſent Majeſty's Dire- 
trons, at This very juncture, are yet Freſh in our 
Minds: where (to the general Joy and Satisfaction 
of the Kingdom) He has Signified his juſt Reſent- 
ments againft Thoſe impious Tenets and Dottrines which 
have been of late advanced and maintained with much 
Bolaneſs and Openneſs, contrary to the Great and Fun- 

n damental Truths of the Chriſtian Religion, and particu- 

1 larly to the Dodlrine of the Holy and ever Bleſſed TRI. 

Mo Nr v. And his Royal Command is, that 20 Preacher 
preſume to deliver any other Doctrine concerning the 
Bleſſed TRI NI TV, than what is contained in the Holy 
Scriptures, and is agreeable to the Three Creeds, and the 
Thirty-nine Articles of Religion. Now the 87% Article 
of our Church expreſily athrms that the Three Creeds 
may be proved by moſt certain Warrams of Holy Scripture. 
Whoſoe ver therefore gives it out for Scripture- Doctrine, 
that 7he One God always fianifies the Father; or that 
More Perſons than One cannot be, or are not, One God; 
or that God with any high Epithet always ſignifies the 
Father; or that the Son, or Holy Ghoſt is not God, Lora, 

' Almighty, eternal, uncreated, and incomprehenſible as 

much as the Father; I ſay, whoever pretends Scri- 
pture for Theſe, or the like Poſitions (Poſitions plain- 
ly repugnant to the Athanaſian Creed, which Creed 
may be proved from Scripture, according to Article 
the 8:5) does at the ſame Time act in oppoſition to 
his Superior, who have enjoyned the obſervance of 
the Crceas and Articles, If it be ſaid that ſuch 801 
. ner 
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neral Orders, or Diredtious of Superiors reach not to 
This particular Caſe, as not containing any formal 
prohibition of Thoſe neꝛuly · dt viſed Senſes put upon the 
Creeds and Articles; I anſwer, that there is no more 
occaſion for a formal Prohibition againſt perverting 
The plain Senſe of the Creeds, or Articles, than there 
is for the like prohibition againſt perverting the 
Senſe of the Civil.Oaths. All that have Common Un- 
derſtanding are ſuppoſed to know, that directing us 
to adhere to the Creeds and Articles, is directing us 
to adhere to their Trze-Seuſe, That being always in- 
plied, To pervert their true and certain Senſe, is 
not adhering to our Church's Forms, but contradicting 
Them: which, tho' it be done in an igſidious way, 
and under the falſe Name of explaining Them; yet, 
in reality, means the ſame Thing as the moſt direct 


and formal Oppoſition to Them. And however the 
Diſguiſe may be ſerviceable in the Eyes of Men, yet 


Conſcience is not a Thing to be played with in That 
manner; neither will ſuch vain pretences avail any 
Thing in the fight of God. Subſcribing in This 
Method is really nothing elſe but eluding the whole 
Deſign of the Laws, and impoſing upon the Rwling 


Powers: But it muſt be doubly rude, and abſurd, at 


the ſame time to preſume, that any Man can have 
their Conſent for it. So much for This. : 


I have now run thro! all the Pleas, Pretences, or 


Excuſes (Arguments I will not call Them) that I could: 


any where meet with for the erw Method of Sub- 
ſcribing. The Reader is not to wonder at the Num- 
ber of Them, which is an Argument only of a bad 
Cauſe. Had there been any good Reaſon whereon to 


found it, there had been no need of running out 


Into fuch multiplicity. But when Men have once left 
the plain and True way to follow their own wane 


drings, - 
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43 The CASE of ARIAN 
drings, Invention is fruitful; and it is very eaſy al- 
ways to have a great deal to ſay, after a Man is gone 
beyond the Rule of ſpeabing to the purpoſe. I believe, 
1 may now venture to affirm that the Cauſe which 
Thoſe Gentlemen have taken in hand, is one of the 
weakeſt that was ever undertaken by Wiſe Men, 
_ Falſe Facts, groundleſs Surmiſes, and inconcluſive Rea- 
ſonings are all That it has to ſubſiſt upon. And 
yet I have hitherto allowed them, for Argument 
fake, one Suppoſition; _ that the Expreſſions 

in our Forms are capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with 
their Principles: And I have ſhown, notwithſtanding, 
that their Subſcription is fradulent; becauſe repu- 
gnant to the more plain and obvious Senſe of the 
Words, and the kmown Intention of the Impoſers. But 
I muſt now examine the Truth of That Sappoſction 
which has been thus far allowed Them: And if That 
alſo proves weak and groundleſs; there will then be no- 
thing of colour or pretence left for That Subſcription z 
but The very Men Themſelves who either uſe it, 
or plead for it, muſt be ſelf. condemn d. I ſhall there- 
fore next Examine how that Caſe ſtands; not that I 
need put the Iſſue of the Cauſe upon it (For it is 
a clear Point that the Subſcription pleaded for, is an- 
juſtiſyable, tho I allowed Them the preſent Suppo- 
ſition) But ex abundanti, and to ſhow how miſerably 
weak, and deſtitute of all ſupport, the Oppoſite Per- 
ſwaſton is, I may inquire whether even This their 
laſt Refuge may not be taken from Them. 


i 
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That ſeveral Expreſſions in our Publick- 
Forms, are really not capable of a Senſe 
_ conſiſtent with the Arian Hypotheſis, or 
New Scheme. x PP ns, 


T muſt be own'd that Words are arbitrary Signs 

of Things; and ſo, in ſome Senſe, it may be ſaid 
that the Word White is capable of ſignifying Black , 
and the Word Light might fignify Darkneſs, if the 
Cuſtom of Speech had not otherwiſe determin'd. 
1 ſuppoſe, Thoſe Gentlemen will not extend their 
Notion, of Words being capable of their Senſe, Thus 
far. They muſt have Regard to Cuſtom of Speechs 
to uſe of Language, to common Rules of Grammar 
and Criticiſm, in determining whether Words be ca- 
pable of ſuch a Senſe or no. And whatever Forms are 
capable of That Senſe which is contended for, muſt 
be conceived capable of being Paraphraſed into That 
ſame Senfe, by putting other equivalent Words into 
their Place. By Theſe Rules and Meaſures I ſhall 
proceed in the Inquiry, whether the Expreſſions of 
our Publick- Forms are capable of an Arian Senſe or no. 
Dr. Clarke has reduced the Number of Thoſe which 
we chiefly inſiſt on, to 27. I ſhall ſingle out ſome 
of them, following the Order wherein They lie, in 
the firſt Edition of Scripture Doctrine, together with I 
Dr. Clarke's Interpretation of them, I ſhall begin with E 
the Athanafian Creed. ps | | 

Mhoſoe ver will be ſaved; before all Things it is nes 
ceſſary that He hold the Carholick Faith. _ 

Which Faith except every one do keep whole and un- 
grfiled ; it hout daubt He ſhall periſh everlaſtingiy. 3 


FLOP ; 
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And the Catholick Faith is This &c., tt 
He therefore that will be Saved muſt thus thin of the 
Trinity. | te ——_ 
755 is the Catholick Faith; which, except a Man be- 
lieve Faithfully, He cannot be ſaved. ef: 
* Theſe are what They call Damnatory Clauſes: 
and it ought to be matter of ſerious: Inquiry, in what 
Senſe the Gentlemen of the Arian Perſwaſion can ſub- 
ſcribe Them, without Subſcribing their own Damna- 
tion. The very loweſt Senſe. and import of Fhoſe 
Damnatory Clauſes has ever been conceived to intend 
Thus much, that the ain Doctrine of the Trinity 
and Incarnation, The Doctrine of Worſhipping one 
God in three Perſons, and Three | Perſons in ane God; 
and the Doctrine of Perfect God and Perſect Man, 
united in one God. Man, are neceſſarily to be believed: 
(or however not disbelieved) by all Perſons. of Years: 
and Diſcretion, {who have had the Opportunity of 
being duly inſtructed) under Peril of eternal Dams. 
nation. As the Author of the Creed could not intend. 
leſs than This: So neither can the Words Them- 
ſelves import leſs. And yet there is juſt Reaſon to 
queſtion whether the Advocates. for the new Scheme 
think it neceſſary to 2orſhip God the Son, or God 
the Holy Ghoſt at all: Ir being a principle much 
contended for amongſt Them, 10 direct their Prayers. 
uniformly io God the Father; * meaning, I ſuppoſe, to 
Him, and to Him only: And it is certain that They 
neither believe Three Perſons to be one God; nor Perfect 
God (in the Senſe of the Creed) to be united perſo- 
nally with Perfect Man to make one God Man. Dr. 
Clare, in his Comments, takes a great Deal of Pains 
to prove that particular Explications of all or any Part 
of the Doctrine of the Trinity cannot be neceſſary 
to Salvation. This proceeding of his would be right, 
* Sce Modeſt Plea. p. 177. Brief Anlvy, to Dr. M p. was” , 


/ 
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if He had been teaching his Followers to Subſcribe 


with this Reſerve, viz. So far as is apreeable to what 


They thirik, Scripture: But ſince They are to Subſcribe 


in ſome Senſe whereof the Words are capable, as well 
as agrecably to Scripture 3 His Pains would have been 
better employed in ſhowing how the Damnatory 
Clauſes can be capable of a lower Senſe than Thar 
which has been given. 1 N 


% 


Me Worſhip one God in Trinity, and Trinity in Unity. 
Here it is to be noted, that Dr. Clarke and his Ad- 
herents always by One God, underſtand God the Fa- 
ther only: and will never allow 7 Perſons in One 


God, tho* the Words of the Creed plainly include 


Three. Let us fee then how Theſe Words muſt be 


paraphraſed , to make them conſiſtent” with their Prin- 


ciples. It is Thus: 


« We Worſhip Ode God (The Father) in Father 


Son and Holy Ghoſt: And we worſhip Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in One God the Father. 
« That is, by referring all the Worſhip to the Father 


« ultimately, as to the One Supreme Head. Let 


us conſider what can be made of This Conſtruction. 
It may be turn'd two Ways: either thus, we worſhip 
One Perſon in Three Perſons, and Three Perſons in One 
Perſon, (which is flat enough, and ſcarce Senſe) or 
elſe thus, We worſhip One God, the Father, principally, 
Wor ſhipping Three Perſons; and we worſhip Three Per- 
ons, D ping One God, the Father, principally. This 


indeed is Senſe ; but ſuch as no one ever did, or 


ever would expreſs in the Words of the Creed. It 
is not ſaid, Dnum Deum Patrem præcipue venerantes, 
Trinitatem veneremur; & Trinitatem venerantes Unum 


Patrem pracipue veneremur: But it is, Dnum Deum 


6 * * 0 o 4 ol n o ef 
in Trinitate, G. Trinitatem in Unitate veneremur. s 
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Plainly fi ignifying that the One God to be worſhip» 
ped is The Trinity, and the Trinity to be worſhip» 
ped is the One God : We may —_ to what 
follows. 
Neither — the Perſons , „nor diuiding hs 
Subſtance. For there is ons Perſon of the Father, A- 
other of the Son, and Another of the Holy Ghoſt, But 
the Godhead of the Father of the Son and of the Holy- 
Ghoſt is all one &c. Here the meaning of the Words 
is very plain, that the Perſons muſt not be confound. 
ed becauſe Father, Son and Holy-Ghoſt are diſtin 
Perſons : Nor the Subſtance, of the Three Perſons, be 
divided, becauſe the Godhead of the Three is all owe, 
To paraphraſe the Words, upon the Doctor's Prin- 
ciples, They muſt run Thus. 
« Neither confounding the Perſons, nor dividing The 
Father's .Swbſt.zxce : for the Three Perſons are di- 
ſtint, but the Divinity of the Son and Holy- 
Ghoſt is no other than what is communicated 
from the Father. By This Paraphraſe, the whole 
Force of the Sentence js broken and confuſed. Un- 
derſtanding Subſtance of the Three Perſons, the whole 
is well connected: for here is a Reaſon given why 
their Subſtance is not divided; viz. Becauſe their God- 
head is One. But what Senſe or Connexion is there 
in ſaying that the Father's Subſtance is not divided; 
for, or becauſe the Divixity of the Son &c. is no o- 
ther than what is communicated from Him? No one 
would ever have expreſs'd the Doctor's Senſe, in 
thoſe words of the Creed, or in that manner. Beſides, 
the Words Godhead all one (una divinitas, hie Jebæns) 
applied here to three Perſons, are of hnown , certain 
Signification; denoting that the Subſtance of the 
Three is One, and that all are One God. So that if 
either the Coberence of the Sentence, or the gramma- 
rical Sepſe of. Word 5 or thei ir conſtant and cuſtomary 
- 
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uſe in Church Writers, be of any weight; The Paſ- 
{age now before us is not capable of That Senſe which 


The Doctor would wreſt it to; but muſt be con- 
ſtrued in Another: which other is likewiſe confirm'd 

by the Words following; The Glory Equal, The Ma- 
jeſty Coeternal. FD $f ; 5. IEF 
As to Glory Equal, The Doctor takes care to tell 
us, it muſt not be underſtood in the fame Senſe as 
Coordinate Beings are equal to one another. Well, 
That we know: But what Senſe muſt the Subſcriber 
_ underſtand it in? The Doctor ſays, in ſuch a Senſe 
' as He who derives his Eſſence, or Being from Another, 
can be equal &c, Well, but what if the Subſeriber, 
according to his Arian Senſe of deriving Being, &c. 
thinks that the Glory of the ſecond and third Perſons 
can be in »o Senſe equal to That of the Firſt; any 
more than the Glory of a Creature can be equal to 


the Glory of the Creator; how then can He ſub- 


ſcribe to-Thefe Words, which are expreſs for Equæ- 
lity of Glory, in ſome Senſe or other? The Doctor's 
laſt Shift is, that it may be underſtood in ſuch a Senſe 
as Chriſt is ſaid to be iovs Ow (or ion, Ow ) 
as God, or equal with God, But the Doctor's Con- 
ſtruction of is Oed (Phil. 2. G.) is no more than 


to be honoured as Lord of all Things, that is with 


Honour equal, or ſuitable to ſuch a God, or Lord, fo 
' Exalted; not with Honour equal ro that which be- 
longs to God the Father. But The Creed plainly 
makes the Glory of each Perfon equal to the Glory 
of any other Perſon: Wherefore the Words are not 
capable of ſuch a Senſe as the Doctor has put upon 
ie Oel, but the Subſcriber is left to ſeek out for 
ſome other; or elſe to ſubſcribe the Words in 10 
Senſe at all, The next Words of the Creed are. 


Alajeſiy Cocrernal. The Word Corternal is of a 


fed 
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fi d and known Senſe in Eccleſiaſtical Writers: never 


bs uſd co Ce, any thing les than age Preity, 
—_ without beginning, and without end. How contradi- 


ory This Senſe is to the Principles of the Party, 
may be ſeen from the Author of the Apology for 
Dr. Clarke who ſays thus: Tho the Generation of the 


ih * Son, and Proceſſion of ibe Holy- Ghaſt may, in a Senſe, 
N 4. be ſaid to be Eternal, as They were Deg Ad and 
} ind es ald, yet what is This to the abſolute Erernity 
ns. . | of 4 Self-exiffme Being We See what the Apolopiſt | 


thought of the great, the infinite, diſparity between the 
Eternity of the Father, and the Eternity of either of 
the other Two Perſons: Nor did the Doctor in his 
Anfwer to Him diſapprove of his Sentiments; but 
rather, (zacitely at leaſt) acquieſc'd in Them. How 
then can Theſe Gentlemen ſubſcribe to the Coeter- 
mity of the Three Perſons? The Doctor in his Com- 
ments, admits that the Second and Third \Perſons have 
always been with the Firſt, which He explains by be- 
fore all Ages, and before Time. If This comes up 
to a Coerernity, it is well: if not, He does but de- 
ceive Himſelf and his Followers; for Coeternal can 
bear but one Senſe, and can admit of no degrees, no 
difference in point of Duration. 1 „ 
The Reader ſhould here obſerve the artful Method 
of explaining away the Senſe of a Creed, or of any other 
Writing: Not for the ſake of learning it (For it is not 
worth it) but to be arm'd againſt it, and to prevent 
deing impoſed upon by it. When a Word occurs, 
of a fix'd Senſe, and which is not liked; The way 
is firſt to look out for Another Word that is am- 
bignons, which may bear the /ame Senſe, but may allo 
bear another. Draw but a Reader thus far to let 
| Nip the firſt Word, and to take this other inſtead 


— 
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of it, and Then the Work is half done, Having 
a Word with T5⁰ Senſes, drop by degrees the Senſe 
you have no mind to, and take the other, {till ſub- 
ſtituting other Words which may come nearer and 
nearer to the Senſe you aim at; till at length, by 
ſeveral removes, you get quite off from the Senſe ors | 
the Word you began with. | 

Thus 1n the preſent Inſtance; From e . 
Word of fd Senſe ,. and rather too high for. — 
Arian Hypotheſis, The learned Doctor puts always: 
with the Father; which might indeed ſignify the 
{ame Thing, but is however capable of a lower Senſe: 
And to bring the Senſe gradually down, the Doctor 
next e the Phraſe Before all Ages, which 
again is equivocal, and does not found quite ſo high 
as the former: Then to lower the Senſe ſtill 4 
He has another Phraſe, viz. before Time: And Time, 
in a reſtrain d Senſe, may be faid to have commented 
with the World. So now He is got low enough, 
and The Reader may be ſuppoſed, by theſe ſeve- 
ral Steps, to have loſt the Sight of Wan. But 
to paſs on. 


Such as the Fatkur is ſuch is the: Son, ad fach is: 
the Hoh. -Ghoſt. The Doctor's Interpretation of it is; 
« ſuch in all Senſes wherein He that derives his Eſſence: 
« or Being from Another, can be ſuch as is He 
« from whom He- derives it. Here again He leaves 
his Subſcriber in the dark. For what if He had ſaid 
ſuch in all Senles wherein a Creature: can be ſuch as. 
his Creator, which I am afraid is the true meaning 
of moſt of his Diſciples * This would come to the 
ſame as ſaying ſuch in u0 Sx/e ſo that by This limi- 
tation, He takes away the plain Force of the Words; 
and teaches his Followers to ſubſcribe, not in ſuch 
Senſe as the Words are capable of : But jo far as is 
* ta what * call $ TE The Creed 
is 
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s poſitive that the Second and Third Perſons are ſach 
as the Firſt ; and immediately after ſpecifies the Re- 
ſpects in which They are ſuch. Such in Reſpet of 
their being Eternal; ſuch in Reſpect of their being 
mucreated; ſuch in Reſpect of their being incompre- 
henſible, Almighty, God, and Lord. That is, all the 
three Perſons are equally, and in the fame Senſe, 
amcreated, eternal, incomprehenſible, Almighty, God, and 
Eord. This is plainly the Doctrine of the Creed; 
the Literal and Grammatical Senſe of the Words. 
Now, to qualify abſolute Propoſitions with Reſerves 
and Limitations, in the manner the Doctor does, is 
not Explaining their Senſe, but Contradicting it. Nei- 
. ther can This be called Subſcribing in a Senſe of 
which the Words are capable, but only ſo far as is 
agreeable to what ſome call Scripture.: Which Rule of 
Subſcribing is condemn'd by Thoſe Gentlemen. 
The Father uncreate, the Son uncreate, and the Holy- 
Ghoſt uncreate ——— and jet not three uncreated, but 
One uncreated. The Doctor here teaches The Sub. 
ſeriber to acknowledge every Perſon to be uncreated 
(dxctads) and yet, to ſay that there are not Three 
created (axman) Perſons, but One uncreated Perſon; 
Which is a ſtaring Contradiction: Beſides, it is own- 
ing Two of the Perſons to be Creatures, in ſome 
Senſe, which the Doctor at other Times ſtudiouſly 
avoids. But He was here in great Straits; and was 
to venture upon Any thing, rather than admit what 
He has the utmoſt Averſion to, Three Perſons to be 
One uncreated Being, or God. ok: 
He has no poſſible way of Reconciling the ſeem- 
ing Contradiction contain'd in his Comment, but by 
making a Diſtinction between derived uncreatedueſs y 
and underived uncreatedneſs : Which would have ap- 
peared ſo odd and fanciful, that He chofe not to 
mention it in Terms, but only to hint it in genes 
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rals. What precludes This, and every other Pretenee 
of That kind, is that the Creed plainly makes the ane 
createdneſs of the ſecond and third Perſons to be ſuch | 
as the Father's is, that is, of the ſame hind, and to 
be underſtood in the ſame Senſe, there being no dif- 
ference or diſtinction, in That Reſfpet,  * 

The Father incomprehenſible, the Son incomprehenſible = 
and the Holy-Ghoſt incomprehenſible —— And yet there 
are not Three incomprehenſibles but One incomprehenſible, 
The Doctor takes the ſame way with This as with 
the former Paſſage; and runs into the like Contradi- 

_ ion to avoid the admitting fo ſhocking a Thing 
to Him, as the Notion of three Perſons being One 
Incomprebenfible ; which is the certain Meaning of the 
Creed. I ſhall fay no more to This, but refer the 
Reader to what I have obſerved upon the Paſſage 
preceding. „ 4 
The Father Eternal, The Son Eternal, and the Ho- 
Ghoſt Eternal. And yet They are not Three Eternals, 
but One Eternal, Here the Words are ſo expreſs for 
| Three Perſons being One Eternal (which the Doctor 
can by no means bear) that He had no way left 
but to change are not, into there are not: With 
out conſidering that the Sabſcriber muſt give his 
unfeigned Aſſent, and Conſent to They are not; and 
muſt ſo read in the publick Congregation, Beſides 
This Inconvenience, which the Doctor ſeem'd to 
to be unapprized of; There is another which He 
was forced to run upon (contrary to his uſual Cau- 
tion) and That was to ſay, There are not Three Eter- 
nal Perſons, hereby denying the Eternity of Two of 
Them. And yet The Creed, more than once, er- 
preſsly aſſerts the Coerernity of all Three; and beſides 
plainty teaches that the Eternity of the Second and 
Third Perſons, is ſuch as the Father's is. Nor will the 
Doctor's Diſtinction of a OS and underived Eter- 
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nity help Him in This matter: For the Senſe of the 
Word Eternity has nothing to do with That Diſtin- 
dion, being but one, and importing neither more ar” 
kls than beginningleſs and exdleſj Duration, © 


Type Father is Almighty, the Son Almighty, and the 
Holy - Ghoſt Almighty: And yet They are not Three 
Almightics, but One Almizhty. Here The Doctor 
again changes They are not into There are not: there 
by ſignifying that the S#bſcriber cannot honeſtly aſ- 
ſent to, or make uſe of They are not; tho' He does. 
not teil Him how to avoid the doing of it, ſolemn- 
ly, and in the Face of the publick Congregation. 
I take no Notice of the Doctor's chuſing Teas 
a val, rather than Tests TU TOXPATOPES) becauſe. 
He will claim the Privilege of taking which He 
likes beſt : Otherwiſe the Greek Copies favor the 
Latter as much as the Former; and the Latin Ori- 
ginal is indifferent to either. „ 
The Father is God, the Son is God, and the Holy= 
Ghoſt is God: And yet They are not Three Gods, but One 
God. We have the ſame Caolluſion again praftis'd; in 
changing They are not into there are not; only for the 
ſake of er I what the Creed mainly intends to 
teach, that the Three Perſons are One God. I ſhall not 
here repeat what I have before ſaid : But ſhall on- 
Iy obſerve an Omiſſiun which the Doctor is guilty 
of, in not teaching the Subſcriber how to reconcile 
the Contradiction of every Perſon being 4 God (for 
ſo it muſt be on his Principles) and yet not Three 
Gods. For tho* there be but One Supreme God (up- 
on the Doctors Hypotheſis) yet one Supreme God, 
and Two inferior Gods, are Three Gods, in ſuch 4 
Senſe as neither Scripture, nor Antiquity can ever 
allow. The like might be ſaid of the next Para- 
graph, reſpecting One Lord, and Three Lords, I ſhalt 
jaſt take Notice of a ſlight inconſiſtency of the 
Mm : does 


| The Coeternity could not be expreſs'd in ſtronger Words 
than is here done, both poſitively and negatively. 

If The Doctor and his Friends believe it, it is 
well: If not, it is very certain that They cannot 
honeſtly Swb/cribe,, even upon their own Principles; 
for the Words are not capable of any lower Meanings 
Mons is greater or leſs than Another ; but the whole 

Three Perſons. are Coequal, 

The Doctor's Comment upon the Words naue is 
greater & c. is, that the Second and Third Perſons are 
every where with the Firſt, as They are Abvays. I 
doubt not but the ſole Reaſon which led the Da- 
ctor into this Remote, and ſtrain d Conſtruct ion, 
was his Apprehenſion that the Phraſe every here, 
like the Word 4ways, might help Him to a Dauble 
Entendre, for the uſes above mention d. 

But if every where be capable of two Meanings, 
the Words of the Creed are not ſo; none preater 
or leſs: And if They muſt be underſtood of Pre- 
fence, They can ſignify nothing lower than þ 

23 AN that 
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that all the Three Perſons are equally. omnipreſent; 
I am content with This Meaning; And if it be 
conſiſtent with the Doctor's ypot heſis, am very glad 
of it: Or if it be not; Then He muſt be conceived 
to adyiſe the Subſcriber. to ſubſcribe in a Senle of 
which the Words are not capable. | _ 
Aſter I had proceeded thus far, and had look'd a 
little forwards, I was much ſurprized to find the 
Doctor interpreting Coequal very differently from the 
Word's None is Greater &c. as if They did not Both 
mean the ſame Thing, firſt negativeh, and then poſſtiveiy 
expreſs d. But The Doctor, it 8 ſtands by no 
Rules of interpreting. They are Coequal ( ſays. He 
pow) in ſuch a Senſe as one or more Perſons can be 
equal to Another (From ham They derive their Being) 
/ a plenary Communication of Power, Knowledge, Dig- 
nity &c. He has the like come-off for the Words 
equal to the Father as touching his Godhead : that is, 
ſays He, equal in ſuch a Senſe as a deriv'd Being can 
be. I have before obſerved ſomething of this gene- 
ral Salvo, for ſome other Paſſages: And indeed it is 
ſuch a Sovereign Salvo for every difficulty, that He 
need not have made ufe of any other. In reality, 
it comes to no more than This, that He admits the 
| Words and the Senſe of them ſo far as conſiſtent with 
bis own Hypotheſis, or his own ſenſe of deriving Being. 
In the ſame way, a Man might /#bſcribe to the Decrees 
of the Council of Trent, or to every Article of Pope 
Pins's Creed. For Inſtance: I believe Saints may be 
worſhipp'd, but in ſuch a Senſe as Worſhip can be 
due to Saints. I admit Tran/nbſtantiation, but in ſwch 
4 Senſe as it can be conſiſtent with Scripture and Rea- 
ſon. I admit Prayers in an unknown Tongue, but in 
ſuch a Senſe as can be reconciled with the 1. Cor. 14. 
And thus we need not ſeruple any Thing. Apply the 
the ſame Salvo to the Civil Oarhs, and it may ſerve 
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25 well there, to elude and fruſtrate Them: And a 


Man may Swear to any King, without acknow. 
ledging his juſt Right or Title. It is but ſay- 


ing Thus; I believe ſuch a Perſon to be the only 
riohtful and lawful King of Theſe Realms, in ſuch 4 
Senſe as He can be rightful and lawjul, upon my Prin- 


ples, &c. And what may not a Man ſwear, or ſub: 
ſcribe to in This looſe method? Now in Truth, tho 


This kind of Collaſiom is diſguiſed by the Words ſacb 


4 Senfe, as if there were a certain Senſe, in which the 
Subſcriber might fairly underſtand the Words, conſi- 
ſtent with his own Zhparheſs; yet it really amounts 


to no more than This, the ſubſcribing /o far as & 
conſiſtent with his own Opinions, For a Man may make 


uſe of the ſame Salvo, whether the Words be capable 


of any ſuch Senſe, or whether They be not. If they 


be capable, He is indeed bound up to ſuch Sexſe: If 
not, He is free, having ſubſcribed to them no farther 
than They can be ſo underſtood ; which perhaps may 


not be at all. I cannot but from hence obſerve, how 


unfairly and unjuſtly the very worthy and learned 
Biſhop of Oxford has been treated for confounding (as 
is pretended) theſe TWO Things: Subſcribing./o far 


as is agreeable to Scripture; and ſubſcribing in ſuch Senſe 


as is agreeble to Scripture. For however diſtinct theſe 5 


Two Things may be in the general, They are really 
conſounded by Dr. Clarke Himſelf in this particular 
Caſe, as I have often obſerved. Neither will He 
ever be able to defend the Point of Swb/criprion upon 


the latter only, without taking in the eee 


His talking of ſuch Senſe ſeems only to be a cover, or 
a diſguiſe for 7 far as ( which has deceived 

is unwary Followers who have not ſeen ſo deep into 
This matter as He) and hence I conceive it is, 


that He has never explicitely condemn'd the ſubſcrib- 


ing with the reſerye of Jo far 45 is agreeable ; tho 


Others 
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Others of the Party, being aſhamed to ſtand up for | 
{© unaccountable a Latitude, have indeed plainly re 


jected it; not being aware of the need They ould | 


Have of it. But to return to the Creed. 


20 of 11s "Packer Neowin "bifn}- 
the Worlds; and Man of the Subſtance of bis Eg 


eric God, and Perfect Alan. 


The Doctor did not think proper to take any 
notice of This Paſſage. I know not how any Nev: 
can be Stronger for the Son's having the ſame Divine» 
Nauure with the Father, as much as He has the ſame 
Hwmant-Nature with his Moher: Perfect God and 
Perfect Man, having all that belongs to the Nature 
of Both. This is Purcerly repugnant to the Adrian 
Hypotheſis; and can no more be reconciled with it, than 
Light with Darkneſs. 

We may now take leave of the Creed (called A. 
thanaſian) and proceed to the Litany. _ 

O holy, Bleſſed, and Glorious Trinity, Three Per ſons Gus 
and Ore God, have mercy ec. 7 

Here the Three Perſons are all together. iovoked; 
and under the Style and Title of Oe God; directly 
Oppoſite to the Doctor's Principles. The Doctor 


has no wiy to evade their Force, but by under- 
ſtanding the Title of One God to belong to the Fa- 


ther only. His Senſe is This. 


« © holy, Bleſſed, and Glorious Mc Three 
« Perſons, and One God, viz, the Father, have mercy 


c. This Colly/on The Subſcriber is to practiſe in 


his moſt ſolemn Devorions : excluding Two. of the : 


Perſons from the One Godhead here, tho* He had ad- 


drefs'd Them both under the Title of God in the 
two preceding Petitions; and tho' the Epithets Holy, 
Bleſſed, and Glorious, are equally attributed to all Three, 

in the very fame Petition. If This be to pray with 
25¹ 9 (as the Doctor * it 3s) Let 


it 
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it rather be the wiſh of every Honeſt Man to have 
tes Underſtanding, and more Grace than to trifle in 
This manner 5 4 the Tremendous Deity. 
In the Collect ſor the 3d Sunday in Advent, we 
thus addreſs our Bleſſed Saviour. 6 
O Lord Jeſu Chriſt — who liveſt and. reigneſt with 
the Father and the Holy Spirit, ever One Gad m- 
without End. Any one, at fiiſt ſight, may here ice 
that the Title of One God, is not attributed to the 
Father only, but to all the Three Perſons: contrary 
to the Doctor's Principles. The. Doctor does not 
attempt to ſhow that the Words are capable of any 
other meaning. Only He draws up Another Form 
ſuitable to his own Hypotheſis, and little akin to the 
Words in the Collect; ſubſtituting That in the Room 
of the other. If the Subſcriber can content Him- 
ſelf with ſuch ſhuffling in his ſolemn ts ler 
Him look to it. 
There is juſt ſuch Another Paſſage in the Con- 
cluſion of the Collect for Chriſtmas- Day (which the 
Doctor has omitted) and there is 8 in the Col- 
lect for the 6:h Sunday after Epiphany (which He 
has alſo omitted) running thus. . 


IWith Thee O Father, and Thee O Holy: Ghoſt, He 
(Chriſt) Lveth and reigneth ever One God World with. 
wrt End. Here, whether Chriſt alone, or all the 
Three Perſons (and one of Theſe it muſt be) be called 
Ore God; it is equally repugnant to the Doctor's 
Principles. And He cannot ſubſcribe to This, 1 
ſuch 4 Senſe as the Words will bear ( for They can- 
not bear his Senſe) but only ſs far as is  confiftent 
with his Principles: Which is not aſſenting to the 
Words of the Prayer, but to ſomething elſe of his 
own inventing. The like may be ſaid of the Collects 
for Septuageſima, and the firſt Sunday in Lent, and 
Good Fr icays twiee, and 8 64> and Aſte nander. 


and 
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and the Sunday after; all which the Doctor has o 
mitted out of his Collectiun: An omiſſion indeed 
not worth the mentioning, were it not that” 
the Modeſt Pleader has been pleafed to object the 
ſmallneſs of the Number 27, which we fee, might 
have been inlarged; and were it not an Aggravation 
of the great Sin of prevaricating with God and Man, 
to confider how often it muſt be repeated in the 
yearly Courſe of the Prayers. . 
The Doctor takes notice of the Collect for Whit- 
Sunday, and ſhifts it off in a looſe Manner: and ſo 
paſſes on to Trinity- Sunday, dealing much the fame way 
with That alſo. He omits the Collect for St. Mats 
thew's Day; Which is more expreſs and fall againſt 
- Bis Principles than either of the Two Former, T 
ſhall paſs over all the other Places in our Liturgy, 
or Articles, except one, with which I ſhall ſhur up 
This Chapter. It is the proper Preface for Trinity. 
Sunday, in the Communion-Office; running thus: 
O Lord, Almighty, everlaſting God: Who art One 
God, One Lord, not one only Perſon, but Three Perſons in 
One Subſtance. For That which we believe of the Glory 
of the Father, the ſame we believe of the Son, and of the 
Holy-Ghoſt, without any Difference or inequality. | 
The Doctor here pleaſantly ſays, that There is no 
Paſſage in the whole Service ſo apt to be underſtood in 
4 wrong Senſe as This; meaning, I ſuppoſe, ſo apt 
to be underſtood in the Senſe the Church intended, 
and fo hard to be perverted to Any other. And it 
muſt indeed be thought a very clear and full Paſſage 
on the Orthodox fide, When a Perſon of the Doctor's 
Abilities, in this kind, and after He had worked 
his way thro' the Niceze, and Athanafian Creeds, (be- 
fides a great Part of the Liturgy) began at length 
to feel Himſelf non-pluſs'd by it, and almoſt at the 
Point of Confe ſſing it. His firſt endeavour was to 
: „ : _ —— [k67“ 
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perplex and puzzle the Church's: Senſe, 3 and next 
to intgduite hi dF ⅛̊l ⁵ bi alone 

He pretends that the Words, Lord,  Almighty,. euer- 
laſting God, are Perſonal, and muſt be underſtood of 
One Perſom only, tho! He cannot but know that every 
Creed (to ſay nothing of the Liturgy), of all the 
Three Perſons taken together; and They are here 
expreſsly declared to belong, not to one Perſon only, 
but to Three Perſons in one Subſtance. The Words, who 
art, He thinks, cannot be properly applied to more 
perſons than one. But that They are ſo applied 
here is manifeſt, and by Thoſe , who were compe- 
tent Judges of Propriety: And if He likes it not, 
why ſhould He Suhſcribe? When He comes to give 
us his own. Meaning, He never attempts to ſhow 


(good Reaſon Why) in what Senſe, conſiſtent with 
his Principles, a Subſcriber. may believe Three Perſons: 
in one Suhſtance, and that the ſame: Glory belongs to 
all, Wit haut any Difference, or- Inequality. It would 
be trifling, to take Notice of what He endeavours to 
put upon a Subſcriber , in order to ſatisfy his Con- 
ſcience in one of the moſt ſerious and ſolemn Things 
in the World, I can never give my ſelf leave to think 
that He could at all ſatisfy Himſelf in it; upon ſe- 
cond, and cooler Thoughts. Indeed, I ſhould as 
the Doctor's Pardon for dwelling ſo long upon thoſe 
extravagant Explications; which, I doubt not, He 
now heartily deſpiſes, as well as I. Neither 
ought They to be any longer imputed to Him, who 
has expunged Them, and caſt them off, from the 
Time his ſecond Edition has appeared. But ſince 
his Diſciples and Followers are ſtill proud of his Re- 
fuſe, and ſet a value upon his Tipfles, which He has 
too much Senſe to do Himſelf; Since They inſiſt 
upom it that, all the Gn ah of our Publick- Forms 
s | 1 


— 


66 The CASE of ARTAN- . 
are, at leaſt, capable of a Senſe conſiſtent with their 
Principles, and appeal, for Proof of it (having in- 
deed nothing elſe to appeal to) to the Doctor's per- 
formances on That Head: in a Word, ſince The) 
have been pleaſed to reſt the whole Cauſe of "Sub. 
ſeriptiou upon the Doctor's Explications, it was neceſſary 
for me to take under Examination Thoſe Things 
upon which ſuch à Streſs was laid; unleſs the Do- 
&or Himſelf would have been ſo kind (for which 
I ſhould have heartily thank d Him) as to ſpeak more 
plainly in This Matter than He has thought pro- 
per to do. One Half. Shees, one ſmall Advertiſe. 
ment from his Hand, to diſcountenance This kind of 
Swbſcription would have done the Buſineſs at once, 
and have ſaved me the Labour of doing any Thing. 
The Credit of his Name was, in a manner, all it had 
to ſtand upon. And had He but pleaſed to take 
off the Countenance of his Authority ; his Reaſons 
ſhould have been left, to ſtand or fall by Them- 
ſelves. But as the Caſe now is, (and as the Au- 
thor of the Remarks obſerves) that the whole 
Party are gone after Him, and ſtill perſiſt in the 
Doctor's Firſt Thoughts relating to Subſeription; nei- 
ther has the Doctor took any ſufficient Care to 
reclaim Them, or to bring Them back; The Cauſe 
is too important to wait his flow Motions, or to be 
left any longer in ſuſpenſe. The Glory of God, the 
Honour of our moſt holy Religion, and the Security 
of Church and State, call for our beſt Endeavors to 
root out, if poſſible, thoſe falſe and pernicious Prin- 
ciples, and to reeſtabhiſh the Matter of Subſcription 
upon its true, and ſolid Foundations. How far I 
have been able to contribute to ſo good an End, 
muſt be left to the Reader's judgement. My De- 
fign however was well aimed: And This is my A- 
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pology for diſturbing the learned Doctor, late, and 
unwillingly, on This Hesdt. 
I ſhall now briefly ſum up the particulars of what 
has been advanced above, for the Reader's clearer ap- 
prehending of it, as well as the better retaining it. 
1. The Church of England requires Subſcription 
not to Words, but Things to Propoſitions contained in 


her Publick- Forms. 


2. Subſcribers are obliged not to Silence or Peace 


only, but to a ſerious Belief of what They ſub- 


ſcribe to. 3 
Subſcribers muſt believe it True in That parti- 


| 1 Senſe which the Church intended ; (fo far as 


That Senſe may be known) For the Church can ex- 


ſpect no leſs; The deſign being to preferve One D- 


niform Tenour of Faith, to preclude Diverſaty of O- 


 pinions, to have Her own Explications, and none other 


(as to Points determin'd) taught and inculcated ; and 


to tie Men up from ſpreading, or receiving Do- 


ctrines contrary to the publick Determinations. 
Theſe and the like Ends cannot be at all anſwer'd 
by Subſcription, unleſs the Subſcriber give his Aſent 
to the Church's Forms in the Church's Senſe; that 
is, in the Senſe of the Compilers and Impoſers. 

4. The Senſe of the Compilers and Impoſers is to 
be judged of from the plain, uſual, and: literal ſignifi- 
cation of Words ; and from their Intention, Purpoſe 
or Deſign, however known: The Rule for ander- 
ſtanding the Public Forms being the ſame as for un- 
derſtanding Oaths, Laws, Injunctiom, or any other Forms 
or Writings whatever. e 

5. Where either the Words themſelves; or the In- 
tention (much more where Both) is plain and evident; 


there the Senſe of the Impoſers is fully known; and 


there is no room left for f Subſcriber (as ſuch) to 
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gar any contrary, or different Senſe upon the Publick- 
Orms. 5 . inn 
6. If Words be capable of ſeveral meanings, but 
yet certainly exclude This, or That particular mean- 
ing; a Subſcriber cannot honeftty take the Forms in 
That meaning which is ſpecially excluded. For, This 
would be ſubſcribing againſt the Senſe of the Church 
at the ſame Time that He profeſſes his Agreement 
7. It may be certainly known that Any Arian 
Senſe of our Publick-Forms, is ſuch a Senſe as our 
Church intended to exclude, and has excluded, in as 
full and ſtrong poſitive Terms as the wit of Man is 
able to deviſe. And all Men of Senſe muſt allow, 
that when Compilers and Impoſers have done the ut- 
moſt They could, and as far as any Words can 
reach, to expreſs the Catholick Doctrine of the Tri. 
nity; They may and muſt be ſuppoſed to mean That 
very Doctrine which They have induſtriouſly la- 
boured to expreſs, and none other. 

8. And that it may not be pretended by our 
Modern Arians, that their Senſe is not Arian (which 
nevertheleſs it certainly is) it is farther evident, and 
hath been ſhown, that the main particulars of zheir 
Scheme ( call it what They pleaſe) is ſpecially exclud- 
ed, both by the plain Words, and undoubted Inten- 
tion of our Publick- Forms. „„ 

9. Therefore none of the Advocates for the Ne- 
Scheme can fairly or honeſtly ſubſcribe to our Church's 
Forms, tho' They could invent a Senſe for Them con- 
ſiſtent with their own Principles: it being evident 
that any ſuch Senſe is contrary to our Church's Senſe, 
and to the Intention of the Impoſers. „„ 

10. The Pleas and Excuſes deviſed to juſtify the 
ſubſcribing in a Senſe contrary to, or different from, 
the own Senſe of the Impoſers, being founded either 
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on falſe preſumptions, or weak reaſonings, are of no 
weight or ſignificancy; but the Arian Subſcriber muſt 
be blameable for going counter to the known Senſe of 
the Church, even tho* the Words were capable of 
another meaning. = „„ 
11. Yet, upon Examination, it appears that many 
Expreſſions of our Publich. Forms are really not capa- 
ble of any Senſe conſiſtent with the New. Scheme. And 
therefore, if the Patrons of it ſubſcribe to their own 
Senſe (as They muſt be conceived to do) They ſub- 
ſcribe to a Senſe which is 20 Sexſe of our Publick- 
Forms at all, on any Suppoſition. 1 

12. The Subſcription therefore of Thoſe Gentle- 
men, however gloſs'd over with the pretence of ſub- 
ſcribing in ſuch Senſe as is agreeable to (what They 
call) Scripture, really amounts to no more than ſub- 
ſcribing /o far as is in their Opinion agreeable to Scri= 
pture, Which way of ſubſcribing not only defeats 
every End of Subſcription, and ſtands condemn'd by 
our Laws, and by the expreſs Reſolution of our 
Judges, but is alſo abſurd in it ſelf; as leaving room 
for any prevarication whatever, in the matter of Oarhs, 
or Teſts; and for ſubſcribing the Romiſh Confeſſions 
or even the Alcoran, or Any Thing; and is more- 
over explicitely condemn'd, even by the generality of 
Thoſe who plead for Arian-Subſcription. 


THE END 
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